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LENIN AND THE PKUGRESS OF MANKIND 


SOME dates in the history of mankind are indelibly imprinted on the 
minds of later generations. They are major milestones symbolising what 
could be called reference points in social progress. One such date for the 
Soviet people and for all the other working people of the world is April 
22, 1870, the birthday of the man who was destined to lead a tremendous 
change in the development of society. 

Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, a great son of Russia, the founder of the Communist 
Party and the world's first socialist state, and leader of the international 
working class, is a historic figure whose importance is revealed ever more 
deeply and vividly with the passage of time. It is impossible to understand the 
content and social tenor of our epoch without turning to his multifaceted 
creative endeavour, to his doctrine. 


Lenin is by rights known as the brilliant architect of the communist society, 
and its first organiser and builder. He was advanced to this role by the prac- 
tice of the revolutionary struggle of the working class for socialism and 
communism, which keynotes the passage of the 20th century. 

The way of the trail-blazers is always difficult, and when unprecedented 
social heights have to be scaled, it is doubly and trebly so. Marx described the 
Paris communards who made a heroic attempt to crush the bourgeois system 
and establish proletarian power as men “storming the heavens”. It fell to the 
lot cf Lenin and the Bolshevik Party to lead the first victorious proletarian 
revolution, to inaugurate the practical realisation of Marx's doctrine of the 
world-historical mission of the working class as the builder of the new society, 
and to make scientific socialism part and parcel of the daily life of milhons of 
men and women. 

In the epoch when society as a whole had matured for transition from capi- 
talism to communism, new problems calling for theoretical comprehension 
objectively emerged in the world liberation movement. The answers to them 
were provided in Lenin's doctrine. The power of Lenin's genius was 
expressed in that he came to comprehend, rightly and completely, the vital 
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requirements of his day, expressed them in scientific terms, and ideologically 
armed the proletariat and all the other working people for the struggle to 
realise the socialist ideals in the new historical epoch. 

“Without a revolutionary theory there can be no revolutionary move- 
ment,”? Lenin said, and this precise formula expresses his fundamental line 
running through all storms of the class struggle. It helps to understand the 
great triumphs of Leninism, with its organic unity of revolutionary word and 
revolutionary deed. 

A consistent Marxist, Lenin never confined himself merely to an in-depth 
study of the works of Marx and Engels, or the spread of their ideas. He kept 
working to produce a scientific summing-up of the experience of social deve- 
lopment and to apply the theory and methods of Marxism to the analysis of 
the practice of the revolutionary struggle. This necessarily implies not only 
the spread but also the constant creative development of revolutionary theory 
in accordance with the ceaselessly changing objective reality. 

A true continuator of Marx’s doctrine, Lenin never doubted that it is 
impossible successfully and convincingly to stand up for this doctrine without 
further developing it. But he was also certain that it is impossible to develop 
Marxism without safeguarding its basic propositions from any distortions, for 
these propositions are not arbitrary but a true and precise expression of the 
in-depth uniformities of reality, the vital interests and ideals of the proleta- 
riat, the most revolutionary Class. 

Lenin's creative effort and the activity of the Bolsheviks were an unusually 
vivid manifestation of the keen and vibrant interest in studying and assimi- 
lating the whole of world political experience of the liberation struggle and the 
most active involvement in the international organisations of the working 
class, together with an excellent knowledge of the world-wide forms and 
theories of the revolutionary movement, as he put it.? 

Let us recall that in the first fifteen years of its existence (1903-1917), 
Bolshevism travelled a way which in terms of revolutionary experience—the 
experience of three revolutions in Russia—was unparalleled anywhere in the 
world. Besides, Lenin regarded the revolutionary movement in Russia as an 
integral element of the coherent world-histoncal process. That is why he 
scrupulously studied, in the finest detail, the experience of the working-class 
movement in Germany, France, Britain, Italy, America, of the 1848 revolu- 
tions and of the Paris Commune and Marx's attitude to it. For all the distinc- 
tion between the conditions in Russia and in other countries, Lenin had the 
ability to discover in their experience features common to all the revolu- 
tionary movements, and to draw upon them formulating the Bolsheviks’ poli- 
tical line. He wrote: “Instead of rejecting any examples of Marx's 
tactics—this would mean professing Marxism while abandoning it in prac- 
tice—-we must analyse them concretely and draw invaluable lessons for the 
future”.3 

Leninism, a continuation of Marxism, and a response to the objective need 
for its further development as one epoch of world history succeeds another, 
is a profound scholarly summing-up of the aggregate revolutionary expe- 
rience of the proletariat of all countries and also a skill to successfully and 
creatively apply this international experience and the general laws and prin- 


6 


ciples stemming from it to the national and concrete historical specifics ot 
each country. 

The shaping and establishing of Lenin's views appears to us as an all- 
encompassing creative enrichment and multiplication of the theoretical legacy 
of Marx and Engels. 

Indeed, it is Lenin who, relying on Marx's doctrine of the uniformities 
governing the development of capitalist society, gave a most profound 
analysis of the qualitatively new phenomena which had emerged in the capi- 
talist socio-economic formation, producing a coherent scientific theory of 
imperialism as the highest and final stage of capitalism. Proceeding from 
Marx's conception of class struggle and dictatorship of the proletariat, he 
comprehensively elaborated the theory of socialist revolution in the new 
historical conditions, and worked out the scientific strategy tor the pro- 
letariat’s broad class alliance with the peasantry and other strata of the wor- 
king people in the struggle for democracy, national independence and socia- 
lism. 

Developing Marx and Engel's doctrine of communism, Lenin produced a 
coherent science of the ways and means to be used in the economic, socio- 
political and cultural construction of a new society. Guided by this science, 
the socialist-community countries have been scoring one success after 
another. 

Lenin's contribution to the socio-political and economic theory of 
Marxism, and the strategy and tactics of the class struggle is great indeed, and 
it was largely due to Lenin's brilliant application of Marx's dialectico-mate- 
rialist method to the analysis of the latest phenomena and processes. He not 
only excellently mastered materialist dialectics, the “living soul” of Marxism, 
but constantly worked on its development. 

Regarding—like Marx and Engels—philosophy as the proletariat's “spiri- 
tual weapon”, Lenin advanced dialectical and historical materialism in every 
direction in acute struggle against idealistic and metaphysical conceptions. 
He always had within his field of vision a broad range of meaningful prob- 
lems, from the latest achievements in natural science to most subtle spheres 
of spiritual life of society and the individual, ideology, the social psychology 
of the masses, the interaction of social being and social consciousness, and of 
economics and politics. 

Like all his works, Lenin's philosophical writings are ultimately keynoted 
by his striving for one great goal: the social emancipation of the proletariat 
and all the other working people. And Lenin's achievement in secio-political, 
economic and historical science is closely bound up with his general philoso- 
phical and sociological generalisations and discoveries. 

The historical destiny of Lenin's ideas and their triumphal development 
provide incontrovertible evidence of the organic integrity of the great prolcta- 
rian doctrine and the close unity of all its component parts. There can be no 
scientific communism that fails to rely on the relevant philosophical and 
economic doctrine and that is not a component of Marxism-Leninism as a 
whole. Equally, neither the philosophy of dialectical materialism, nor the 
Marxist economic theory can be correctly understood and truly developed 
without a close, organic interconnection with the scientific doctrine of 
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socialism and communism, and with the working-class struggle for its transla- 
tion into practice. 

Today, every unbiased person will agree that what Lenin did in the sphere 
of revolutionary practice is directly connected with the fact that he was a great 
thinker, a brilliant scholar who ushered in a new stage in the development ot 
Marxism, and who enriched all its component parts—philosophy, political 
economy and scientific communism—with fundamentally important prin- 
ciples. 

Lenin dedicated his life to fulfilling the great historic task of organically 
fusing the theory of scientific socialism with the working-class movement, 
with the struggle of the masses. Quite clearly, no man, however great, could 
have solved this problem alone. This could be done only by a vanguard poli- 
tical organisation of the working class, a new type of revolutionary party 
guided by an advanced theory. 

Lenin's immortal service to Russia and to the international revolutionary 
movement is that he not only worked out every aspect of the doctrine of the 
new type of party, its ideological, theoretical, political and organisational 
principles, but also set up a party. Such a party alone, Lenin stressed, car lead 
the whole people to socialism, direct and organise the new system, and 
be the teacher, guide and leader of all the working people. 

The revolutionary proletarian party, Lenin said, can expect prestige among 
the masses if its policy, for all the necessary flexibility, is marked with prin- 
cipled consistency and dedication to class interests. The Communist Parties’ 
struggle for socialism has provided brilliant confirmation for Lenin's idea 
that “a broadly principled policy is the only real, practical policy”.¢ 

Expounding one of the most important uniformities of the ideological 
contest between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, Lenin noted that the 
adversaries of Marxism, incapable of standing up to it honestly and openly, 
ever more frequently “dress up” as Marxists in order to undermine it from 
within, Of course, with the passage of time the outward forms of this ideolo- 
gical “*masquerade” tend to change, but their gist remains the same: it is an 
attempt to destroy the revolutionary substance of our doctrine. Also designed 
for the same purpose are the time-wom opportunist attempts to separate 
Lenin from Marx, and to counterpose Marxism to Leninism. 

However, there is no ground for this, and not only because Lenin's doctrine 
has all its roots deep in the fundamental ideas of Marx and Engels. The truth 
of the Marxist theory has been confirmed in practice by Lenin's activity, the 
activity of the Bolshevik Party he founded, the struggle of all the revolu- 
tionary parties of the working class equipped with Lenin's doctrine. This is 
convincingly evidenced by the victory of the October 1917 Revolution which 
ushered in a new epoch in world history, by the victory of the Soviet system, 
which stood the test of the Great Patriotic War against the Nazi invaders, and 
by the formation and successful development of the world socialist commun- 
ity. 

On the strength of the whole record of modern history, we have good 
ground to say that there can be no real Marxism outside of and apart from 
Leninism. The CPSU Central Committee resolution “On the 110th Anni- 
versary of the Birth of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin” emphasises: “Leninism is the 
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Marxism of the present epoch an integral coherent and constantly deve 
loping doctrine of the international working class 


Leninism 1s the revolutionary world view of the working class a profound 
scientific theory revealing the laws according to which socicty functions and 
develops It 1s also the time tested practice of existing world socialism under 
which tens of millions of men and women of many nationalities live and work 

Nowadays to judge correctly about socialism, one has to proceed not only 
from theory but also from expencnce There ıs good reason why the oppo 
nents of Leninism seeking to undermine or at any rate to reduce its 
influence on the masses have concentrated their fire preciscly on existing 
socialism the embodiment of Lenin s ıdtas In the process our detractors 
have demonstrated a total lack of understanding both of Marxism Leninism 
and of existing socialism 

What ıs existing socialism? Bnefly speaking ıt 1s a society which 1s based 
on social property in the means of production and collective labour or in 
Marxs words, a socicty based on the principles of collectivism on the 
common ownership of the means of production Every able bodied person in 
socialist society works for the common good to the best of his abilities and 
endowments and ıs paid for his work in accordance with its quantity and 
quality Under socialism there are no antagonistic classes warnng with each 
other, no exploitation of man by man but an alliance of and cooperation 
between the working class, the peasantry and the intelligentssa There ıs no 
national oppression either for all nations and nationalities are equal Under 
socialism, the state 1s not alien to a majonty of citizens as a force poised over 
and above the nation, but 1s the politically organised people in which the 
working class has the leading role as the most advanced class of society 

It ıs these—and not any other—pnnciples of scientific socialism that were 
formulated in the basic works of Marx Engels and Lenin as the pnnciples of 
the first phase of the communist society This first phase of the communist 
socio-economic formation has been realised in the USSR and in a number of 
other countries in complete accordance with the Marxist principles and this 
means that in these countnes socialism as a social system, has become a real 
ity 

As of today socialism has produced the fairest organisation of social life 
But that docs not mean that socialism ıs a society without problems, diffi 
culties or contradictions, especially in the conditions of its coexistence with 
the capitalist countnes 

Lenin noted in his time that antagonism and contradiction are not the 
same thing at all The former will disappear, the latter will remain under 
socialism His conclusion has been bome out by the development of existing 
socialism 

Experience has also shown that the core of the socialist society s political 
system ıs the Communist Party, which ıs duly capable of taking note of, 
analysing and resolving the contradictions emerging ın the course of its 
advance That Party 1s armed with the scientific theory and relies on the 
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labour and socio-political activity of the broadest masses. Thanks to it, the 
non-antagomstic contradictions of socialism can be successfully brought out 
and overcome without assuming acute forms that tend to slow down 
socialist construction. That is why one of Lenin's imperative requirements for 
the Party's policy has been and remains a sober scientific analysis and consi- 
deration of the leading trends in social development, constant and close ties 
with the people, in-depth attention to their needs and moods, and flexible 
responses to maturing economic and social requirements. 

All of this shows that when the Communist Party becomes the ruling party 
and assumes responsibility for society's development, the importance of the 
scientific elaboration of its policy increases, as Lenin anticipated, That is why 
we are firmly convinced that, while paying tribute today to Lenin's genius, we 
are also duty-bound to emulate his truly creative approach to revolutionary 
theory, developing it in every way and enhancing its effectiveness. Hence the 
tremendous attention of the CPSU to developing Marxist-Leninist theory, the 
philosophical, economic, and historical sciences, and the constant creative 
elaboration of social and political problems. 

The first to embark on building socialism and communism, our Party has 
been convinced, on the strength of its own experience, that the fundamental 
propositions of Marxism-Leninism are correct and that there is a need further 
to develop, enrich and concretise them in the changing concrete conditions of 
history. Thus, our country's example first confirmed that the proletariat is the 
only class in history which, far from seeking to perpetuate its state power, in 
fact creates the conditions for the gradual formation of a fundamentally new 
type of political organisation expressing the will of all the working people. 
This process has been scientifically explained in the conception of the socialist 
state of the whole people, which grows out of the state of the proletarian 
dictatorship as a developed socialist society is built. The doctrine of deve- 
loped socialism creatively elaborated by the CPSU and other fraternal parties 
over the past several years, is an important contribution to the common 
wealth of Marxism-Leninism. 

Lenin said that constantly developing and deepening democracy is a must 
for the successful construction of the new society, and this has been proved 
by life. 

Democracy, as Lenin saw it, is the power of the people for the people. This 
principle of Lenin's has been elaborated in every way in the new Constitution 
of the USSR, under which the Soviet people have now lived for over two 
years, Socialist democracy implies ever broader participation of the masses in 
State management, and extension of principled criticism and self-criticism, 
which help to bring out and remove any shortcomings. It holds out to citizens 
and guarantees the broadest socio-economic and political rights and free- 
doms, and ensures the ever fuller satisfaction of the requirements and inte- 
rests of the various social groups of working people, of all nations and 
nationalities, and of all generations, 

The socialist society is an open society, That is why broad publicity is one 
of the key features of its democracy. The CPSU has always been guided by 
Lenin's indication that the strength of the state lies in the consciousness of the 
masses, when the masses know everything, are able to judge everything, and 
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accept everything being aware of all undertakings. 

The Soviet state has nothing to conceal from the other fraternal socialist 
states, from our friends. The extensive and constant mutual information about 
their policy, activity, success and shoncomings only goes to benefit the world, 
socialist community and each fraternal country individually. 

The Soviet socialist state has made no secret of the experience accumulated 
in building the new society and has its doors wide open to all those who visit 
it with good intentions and an open heart. 

Consistently implementing the Marxist-Leninist doctrine of the economic 
basis of the new society, the Party and the Soviet people have built up, in a 
short historical period, powerful productive forces, so turning the USSR into 
one of the most developed industrial countries of the world. The Soviet 
Union's share of the world industrial output increased from 1 per cent in 1922 
to roughly 20 per cent today. True to Lenin's precepts, the CPSU believes 
that the supreme goal of socialist economic policy is ever fuller satisfaction of 
the working people's material and spiritual requirements. 

The USSR is engaged in intensive capital construction, the largest in the 
world. Every year, it starts more than 200 major industrial projects and 
makes available to the people over 2 million new flats. 

A vivid example of the sieady growth ot our economy and the Soviet 
people's dedicated labour effort is the construction in the recent period of 
projects known to the whole world: the Tyumen oil and gas complex, the 
Kama Automobile Works, Atommash, the construction of the Baikal Amur 
Railway, and the development of the resources of Siberia, the Far East and 
the North. 

The Communist Party has done a great deal in raising the working people's 
culture and political awareness. In the past decade alone, over 42 million 
persons have received a ten-year secondary (general or special) education in 
the country. Over 800 in every 1,000 persons working in the country have a 
higher or secondary (complete or incomplete) education. 

Lenin attached primary importance to economic planning and manage- 
ment. The Party has accumulated a wealth of experience in this field. But new 
conditions produce new problems. The ways and means for solving these 
problems are indicated in the resolution, adopted last year by the Central 
Committee of thé CPSU and the USSR Council of Ministers, on improving 
planning and increasing the effect of the economic mechanism on enhancing 
the efficiency of production and the quality of workmanship. 

The November 1979 Plenary Meeting of the CPSU CC has had a key role 
in elaborating and concretising these problems. Addressing the Plenary Meet- 
ing, and characterising the state of the economy at present, Leonid Brezhnev 
said: “Take any sector of work and you will find tremendous potentialities 
and great reserves for successful advance. But if these are to be used, there 
is a need to raise the level of management in the broadest sense of these 
words.” That is what our Party is now working on. 

Great potentialities have been created in the country for fulfilling the key 
task of communist construction: the shaping of the new man. Our goal is to 
foster all the working people in the spirit of high ideological consciousness, 
loyalty to the socialist Motherland, to the cause of communism, a communist 
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attitude to work, complete eradication of the survivals of bourgeois views and 
mores, and an all-round and harmonious development of the individual, To 
attain this goal, the CPSU CC adopted a resolution in 1979 on further 
improving ideological work and the work of political education. All the Party 
branches are now working to translate it into practice. 

The Party, the leading and guiding force of the Soviet society, has been 
developing together with it. When in 1922 the Party got down to socialist 
transformations, Lenin compared it with a “little grain”, but also expressed 
the firm conviction that it would radically reshape everything in the country. 

What is the source of the Party's strength? It consists of the most conscious 
and vigorous part of the working class and all the other working people, it 
expresses their interests and enjoys their support. They trust the Party, follow 
it and help to implement its policies. Emphasising the importance of the 
Party's vanguard role, Lenin wrote: ‘At the head of the masses (otherwise all 
of us are no more than a drop in the sea).” 

The CPSU, a party of the working class, simultaneously becomes, in the 
process of building developed socialism, the political leader, the vanguard, 
the party of the whole Soviet people. Today it has over 17 million members; 
one in nine working citizens of the USSR is a Communist; 43 per cent of the 
Communists are workers, and 13 per cent, collective farmers. The Commun- 
ists’ educational standards, political consciousness and theoretical level have 
grown, as has also their experience. The network of primary Party organisa- 
tions, which exist in every sector of Communist construction, has expanded. 

The Party, Lenin said, is society's leading force. The Leninist style of 
leadership is based on collective wisdom, the scientific approach to all events 
and processes taking place at home and abroad, a high standard of self-disci- 
pline, intolerance of any bureaucratic practices, political rhetoric and formal- 

_¡ism, complacency and self-satisfaction. To direct the developed socialist 
society, which has been built in our country, means to bring out its potentia- 
lities to the utmost and make the fullest use of them. That is the task which 
is central to our Party's attention. 


Today, it is impossible to understand either the formation of the new, 
communist civilisation, the dynamics of the changes in the non-socialist part 
of the world, the shifts in the balance of forces between them, or the basic 
trends in the development of the international situation without bearing in 
mind the definitive influence of Leninism. The attitude to Leninism keynotes 
the whole diverse spectrum of historical, philosophical, economic, political 
and other views and conceptions, and is the core of the contest between the 
ideologies which represent and express two opposite social systems, socialism 
and capitalism. This fact alone demonstrates the great international impor- 
tance of Lenin's doctrine. 

Sixty years ago, Lenin wrote: “We are weaker than everyone (materially; 
militarily; now) and we are stronger than everyone... because world-wide 
economic and political development... runs along the lines we anticipated.” 

Lenin foresaw that in the contest between the two systems the balance of 
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forces would steadily change in favour of socialism. In our day, this trend is 
embodied in the growing might of socialism, which in precise conformity 
with Lenin's words has become an international force “capable of exerting the 
crucial influence on the whole of world politics”. The community of socialist 
countries has been growing stronger on the basis of the growing community 
of their economic, political and spiritual life. 

Lenin said that the development of the capitalist society would involve ever 
greater exploitation of the working class, ever greater concentration of capital 
in the hands of a few financial groups, a deepening of the general crisis of 
capitalism, a coalescence of the monopolies and the state, stagnation and 
parasitism. Today we see the monopolies making billions in profits by depr- 
essing the living standards of the working people. The giant corporations 
move across national borders to establish control over the leading sectors of 
the economy of various countries. Economic crises, unchecked growth in the 
cost of living, mass unemployment, lack of guarantees for basic human nghts, 
degradation of culture, famine, disease and illiteracy among hundreds of 
millions of people as a result of plunder by imperialism of its former 
colonies—all these are manifestations of capitalism's inability to cope with its 
crippling antagonisms. 

Lenin anticipated the growth of the vanguard role of the working class in 
the fight against imperialism, and for peace, democracy, national liberation 
and socialism. This foresight has been fully borne out. In our day, the interna- 
tional working class is the most dynamic and invincible social force repr- 
esenting mankind’s future. That is the primary source of the growing prestige 
and influence of the Communist parties consistently pursuing policies which 
express the interests of the working class. 

Lenin predicted a great future for the world Communist movement, when 
it was just originating, and inspired the formation of revolutionary working- 
class parties of a new type. Such parties have been set up by the proletariat 
of various countries. In the political life of many countries, the Communists 
now have an ever greater role to play. On the whole, the international 
Communist movement has become the most influential political force of our 
day. 

As the Communist movement grows, the national tasks facing each party 
naturally become more varied and its responsibility to the working class and 
all the other working people increases. At the same time, historical experience 
confirms that genuine national interests are never at variance with the 
working people's international inferests, and that the strengthening of the 
Communists’ international ties does not in any way contradict the fraternal 
parties’ independence and autonomy. On the contrary, the Communist 
parties’ genuine independence and autonomy in face of the ceaseless pres- 
sures from the internationally allied anti-communist forces are simply 
inconceivable without the development of relations of fraternal cooperation, 
mutual assistance and support on the part of the whole world Communist and 
working-class movement. 

Lenin defined with the utmost clarity the class substance of proletarian 
internationalism, based on the proletariat's common class interests, as a dedi- 
cated effort to develop the revolutionary movement at home and utmost 
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support for such struggles in all other countries. Our Party's loyalty to this 
principle has been proved by its entire activity. 

Lenin said the socialist revolution “will not be solely, or chiefly, a struggle 
of the revolutionary proletarians in each country against their bour- 
geoisie—no, it will be a struggle of all the impenrialist-oppressed colonies and 
countries, of all dependent countries, against international imperialism."5 We 
now see the great results of this struggle. The colonial system of imperialism 
has collapsed. Almost 100 independent states have emerged and play an ever 
more important role in world affairs, coming out against the impenalist policy 
of aggression and diktat, and for peace and social progress. Now that the libe- 
rated countries fully face the task of eliminating economic backwardness and 
dependence on imperialism, of choosing ways of further development, 
Lenin's ideas about the possibility of a non-capitalist way of development, 
about the methods and forms of transforming the multisectoral economy of 
these countries on socialist lines become especially meaningful. 

Lenin anticipated that the basic features of the Bolsheviks’ revolutionary 
strategy, which led to the victory of the October 1917 Revolution, would 
remain relevant for other countries as well. Of course, the socialist transfor- 
mations in our country were specific because of many factors, but even in the 
course of the revolution and in the early years of Soviet power, Lenin made 
central to the Party's whole activity the tasks which expressed the very 
essence of socialism, and whose fulfilment was necessary in any case, 
whenever it came to a truly socialist reconstruction of society. These are: 

— establishment of a socialist statehood ensuring the power of the working 
class in alliance with other sections of the werking people; 

— elimination of the capitalist and establishment of social property in the 
basic means of production; 

— gradual transformation of the whole system of production and other 
social relations on socialist lines; 

— build-up of a modern industry where none exists, and an independent 
economy, handover of the land to those who till it, and provision of favou- 
rable conditions for organising collective farming; 


— establishment of a new, socialist organisation and discipline of labour, 
and provision of new incentives for production and social activity, 

— involvement of the working class and the broad masses of other 
working people in the management of production, administration of the state 
and society, utmost development of socialist democracy and assurance of 
citizens’ nght and freedoms: 

— overcoming of any forms of resistance by the exploiter classes and of 
counter-revolutionary attacks by the international bourgeoisie, defence of the 
revolutionary gains of the working class, with reliance on the support of the 
vast majority of the people: 

— assurance of the vanguard role of the Communist Party. 

The victorious socialist revolutions in Europe, Asia and Cuba and the 
development of some countries along socialist lines—all of this is evidence 
that the main content of Lenin's conception of the socialist, anti-imperialist 
revolution remains valid and is confirmed, and that the experience of the 
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October Revolution is both unique and has substantial universally relevant 
features. There is no other experience to prove that it is possible to go over 
to socialism in a fundamentally different way. 

Of course, there is a need to formulate the political line, strategy and tactics 
which best meet the national and concrete historical conditions in each given 
country and take into account the shaping international situation. In each 
concrete case, there is a need for thorough analysis and creative quest for the 
best approaches. For the proletarian vanguard, one task remains fully valid, 
a task which Lenin indicated and which consists in “learning to apply the 
general and basic principles of communism to the specific relations between 
classes and parties, to the specific features in the objective development 
towards communism, which are different in each country and which we must 
be able to discover, study and predict"".6 

Indeed, general uniformities provide reliable guidelines for a scientific 
quest and definition of political line. Such work is being carried on by the 
Communist parties, and the CPSU regards it with complete understanding. 
There are many interesting conclusions and hypotheses among the recent 
works. But debatable propositions have also been put forward, and these 
require further analysis and discussion in the light of Lenin's theory and the 
available experience of its practical realisation. 

The great power of Lenin's ideas consists in the fact that, woven into the 
fabnc of living reality, they develop together with it, being ceaselessly 
enriched with new content. Such is Lenin's idea of the indissoluble connec- 
tion between socialism and peace. 

Lenin regaraed victorious socialism as history's first-ever material force 

- capable of resisting war. From the outset, the worker and peasant state he led 
countered the impenialist policy of national hostility, colonial oppression and 
predatory wars with its own policy of the international brotherhood of 
working people and friendship among all nations, national independence and 
complete equality, the policy of peaceful coexistence of states with different 
social systems. 

In the struggle to eliminate wars from the life of humanity and to assert the 
Principle of peaceful coexistence as the rule in international] relations, Lenin 
saw a solid basis for the foreign policy of the socialist state. It was his behest 
+hat our Party pursue such a policy. He wrote: “Having started on our work 
of peaceful development we shall exert every effort to continue it without 
interruption”.? 

The vitality of Lenin's conception of peaceful coexistence of states with 
different social systems has now been demonstrated by the many positive 
changes in world politics. Our Party, its Central Committee and Leonid 
Brezhnev have displayed exceptional vigour in pursuing this Leninist line in 
practice, seeking to deepen the political détente and to back it up with a 
military détente. 

Lenin warned against the illusion that peace could be easily attained. The 
aggressive nature of imperialism has not changed. It is not easy to secure posi- 
tive changes in the international arena when one has to deal with political 
spokesmen of monolopy capital. In the imperialist camp, notably in the 
United States, the centre of militarism and world reaction, there are powerful 
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forces resisting détente. But the forces standing for peace have grown 
immensely. There is, above all, the combined might of the socialist- 
community countries, which is the material foundation for peace policy, 
the international Communist and working-class movement, the national-libe- 
ration movement—entire progressive peace-loving public opinion. 

The arms race poses the gravest threat to mankind. The blame for this falls 
on imperialism alone. The actions taken by the United States and NATO in 
the recent period testify to this once again. 

Imperialism, US imperialism in the first place, has blocked a just settlement 
in the Middle East, has created a most dangerous situation in the Persian Gulf 
region, having dispatched an armada of warships into the area, and has been 
building new military bases jeopardising the security of many nations. A 
special army is being formed for intervention in the domestic affairs of other 
states on the plea of “defence of US interests”, 

Whenever the people of this or that country rise to struggle against corrupt 
regimes, a massive campaign is mounted about “Moscow's machinations” 
and this is used as a cover for attempts to export counter-revolution. Such was 
the case in Angola and Ethiopia, in Campuchea and Afghanistan. Whenever 
the Soviet Union or the other socialist countries give assistance at the request 
of this or that country's legitimate government in beating back the attacks of 
external reaction, this is presented as “intervention”, and international 
tensions are stepped up under that false pretext. 

The imperialist circles seek to use the Peking leaders’ anti-Sovietism in their 
fight against existing socialism and the peoples’ liberation movements. They 
are helping to equip China with modern weapons and encourage its hegemo- 
nistic, aggressive aspirations with respect to neighbouring states. 

The CPSU has drawn the relevant conclusions from the shaping situation. 
It will not allow any weakening i: the positions of socialism in the face of the 
aggressive preparations by imperialism, and will not relax its support for the 
peoples’ liberation struggle. At the same time, the Soviet Union will continue 
to do its utmost to reduce the level of military confrontation with equal 
security for the parties. Leonid Brezhnev said that our policy “combines 
consistent peaceableness with a firm rebuff to aggression. It has justified 
itself in past decades, and we will continue to pursue it in the future. No 
one will divert us from this road.” 

In the recent period, the aggressive forces of imperialism have made fierce 
attacks against the policy of détente, seeking to return the world to the cold 
war period. Lenin's Party and the Soviet people are sure that action in a spirit 
of solidarity by the socialist-community countries, by all Communists, demo- 
crats, the forces of national libération and all the peace-loving public will 
succeed in safeguarding and consolidating man's primary right: the right to a 
life in peace. 

Time has proved that Leninism is the most profound expression of the vital 
interests of the working class and of the requirements of world-wide social 
progress of mankind as a whole. The participants in the 1969 Intemational 
Meeting of Communist and Workers’ Parties were quite right when they 
unanimously declared: “Today we have every justification for saying about 
Lenin's teaching what he himself said about Marxism: it is omnipotent 
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because it ıs true The basic processes which determine the socio-economic 
and political face of the modern world bear out the truth of Lenin s ideas and 
show that history has bien developing as the great Lenin foresaw tt 
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Boris N. PONOMARYOV 


EXISTING SOCIALISM 
AND ITS INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE 


Now that the world has entered the last two decades of the twentieth century 
the following principal factors have become apparent in the struggle for social- 
ism. 

First. While the October 1917 Socialist Revolution turned the course of 
history towards socialism and determined the leading tendency for the new 
epoch, the building of the society of developed socialism and the historic 
successes of the majority of socialist countries along this road have made 
mankind's advance towards socialism irreversible. There has begun a 
fundamentally new stage in the revolutionary renovation of society. 

Within a few decades existing socialism has grown from an island in a 
hostile imperialism-dominated ocean into a powerful continent. It is the main 
basis upon which mankind is building its future. Socialism has proved its 
indomitable vitality and ability to strike deep roots and develop in most 
diverse conditions. It has become the chief force in the struggle to avert a 
thermo-nuclear catastrophe, that is, to save civilisation from annihilation. 

Second, The incontestable achievements of socialism multiply the attractive 
power of socialist ideas against the background of capitalism's inability to 
cope with the problems of this century. Socialism is the dominant tendency in 
contemporary social thought, in all progressive movements, in the search for 
the way to the future. 

It is also clear that the growing inclination of an uprecedentedly broad 
spectrum of socio-political forces will be the more certain and promising, the 
deeper and closer is the interaction of the main streams of the world revolu- 
tionary process—of existing socialism, of the working-class and Communist 
movement in the non-socialist countries, ana of the national-liberation and 
revolutionary-democratic movements, 

Third, Neary a century and a half ago, all the forces of the Oid 
World—from the Tsar and Mettemich to the French radicals and the German 
police—joined in a crusade against the mere “spectre” of communism. 

The socialism of our time is no longer a “spectre”. Not only being able to 
stand up for itself it is scoring ever new victories. Its successes, in which the 
working class and all the working people of the world have a stake, will be all 
the more significant, the more closely rallied and conscious are the forces 
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building socialism, defending it and fighting for it together with all its suppor 
ters. 

The question of war and peace is the central one of present-day world 
development. 

V. I. Lenin warned that world wars, the danger of which emanates from 
imperialism, threaten to undermine the very conditions for the existence of 
human society. In the nuclear age this danger looms as a stark reality. By this 
time, however, a force had appeared and grown strong in the world that is 
called upon, and able, to save civilization. This historic mission has been 
assumed by socialism. 

As soon as it came into being the world’s first socialist state declared in the 
words of Lenin: “It is our duty to do everything... we promise the workers and 
peasants to do all we can for peace. This we shall do,” ! Ever since the October 
Revolution, beginning with the Decree on Peace of October 26, 1917, social- 
ism—at first the Soviet Union alone and then the community of socialist 
states—has consistently fought for peace. Its contribution to the cause of all 
humanity is great indeed and cannot be overestimated. Already in a resolu- 
tion of the Seventh Congress of the Communist International the Commu- 
nists of the world noted rightly that the Soviet policy of peace “is not only 
directed towards the defence of the Land of the Soviets, towards ensuring the 
safety of socialist construction, it also protects the lives of the workers of all 
countries, the lives of all the oppressed and exploited; it means the defence of 
the national independence of small nations; it serves the vital interests of 
humanity; it defends culture from the barbarities of war”. 

The Soviet people's exploit in the Second World War, the defeat of fascism 
to which the Soviet Union made the decisive contribution were, in fact, a 
continuation of socialist foreign policy bom of the October Revolution. But 
this outcome of the bloody collision of the forces of war and peace became 
possible primarily thanks to the material might of socialism and the heroism 
of its defenders. 

A fresh confirmation of the historic importance of the might of realized 
socialism was supplied by the postwar period —with the difference, however, 
that the stakes in world politics have now increased many times over. Now the 
matter truly concerns the future of all mankind, the very survival of life on 
Earth. And the Soviet people have made many sacrifices for the sake of this 
goal. 

In pre-socialist times, states that acquired great economic and especially 
military power usually turned it against other countries and peoples. Socialism 
was the first in human history to create a state that rules out such use of power. 

The grim lesson of 1939-45 seemed to have made it clear that power in the 
hands of fascism spells war. How did the cold war come then after the defeat 
of fascism? Once again, it was the policies of imperialism to settle the histo- 
real dispute between capitalism and socialism by military means, and this 
time banking on the monopoly possession of nuclear weapons. 

The secret Pentagon papers of the forties and fifties made public in recent 
years, and memoirs of politicians confirm that Western strategists had 
expected to turn the cold war into a hot one at an opportune moment, that 
they had dreamed of using nuclear weapons to “roll back”, if not destroy, 
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socialism. The designs of imperialism had been foiled, however, and this 
primarily by the growing power of the socialist world. The vigorous progress 
of its economy, science and technology and a levelling of the correlation of 
forces between the two systems in the military-strategic field made it possible 
to upset the plans for a third world war and then to secure a turn to relaxing 
tensions. 

The prime purpose of the establishment of the Soviet military-economic 
potential was, and still is, to defend the peaceful construction of socialism and 
communism in our country. At the same time, this potential has invariably 
served the cause of peace and security of all nations. And this reflects the 
profound change in world politics brought about by the victory of socialism. 

The fact that humanity has been spared a world war for more than thirty 
years, that the local wars started by imperialism against liberation movements 
were defeated, and that revenge-seeking imperialist forces have failed to 
reverse the processes of social and national liberation—all this mankind owes 
in vast measure to the countries of realized socialism, to their initiative, perse- 
vering and principled foreign policy. 

“Had it not been for the Soviet Union, in conditions of a shortage of raw 
material resources and of energy crisis the capitalist powers would have 
unhesitatingly launched a partition of the world,”’ Comrade Fidel Castro Ruz 
said at the 25th Congress of the CPSU. “Had it not been for the Soviet Union, 
it would have been impossible even to conceive of the measure of indepen- 
dence now enjoyed by small states, the successful struggle of the peoples for 
the return of their natural riches under their control, or the fact that their voice 
now resounds impressively in the concert of nations.” The imperialists have 
indeed had to learn to pronounce such words as “peaceful co-existence” and 
“détente”. 

The strength of the Soviet state is firmly joined with that of the other 
socialist countries. Their joint power is linked with the peace struggle of the 
Communist and working-class movement, of the national-liberation move- 
ment and of all progressive forces, and is at the same time their main support. 
That is why the opportunity has presented itself for excluding world war from 
the life of mankind even before the disappearance of capitalism. 

In the light of this, it is incomprehensible how people who are objectively, 
and one would think also subjectively, interested in curbing the arms race and 
ending the war danger, can pay tribute to and even tend to support the so-cal- 
led theory of two superpowers with its even-handed treatment of the United 
States and the Soviet Union and the miitary power of imperialism and that of 
socialism. 

Strength in the hands of imperialism is a source of the war danger. Strength 
in the hands of socialism has become an instrument for ensuring peace and 
tessening the war danger. This was so in the past and this is the case at 
present. 

This criterion is not to be found in the “superpowers” theory devised by the 
anti-communists. But when echoes of this theory resound in political concepts 
being spread in the working-class movement, it is proper to ask: Where is the 
class assessment of the foreign policv of any state that is obligatory for 
Communists? After all, this is the ABC of Marxism. 
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Neither does the approach to the Warsaw Treaty and NATO as organiza- 
tions of the same character and content hold any water from the Marxist, that 
is the only correct, viewpoint. 

The opposing military -political alignments, too, represent the oppositeness 
of the wo lines in internationa? politics, 

One is a line of struggle against the war danger, of curbing the arms race 
and of going over to real disarmament, which is followed by the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries. The other is a line of continuously stepping up 
the arms race and introducing ever new types of mass destruction weapons, a 
line leading to the growth of the world war danger, which is followed by the 
United States and its NATO allies and actively supported by Peking. 

One is a line of ending Europe's division into blocs. The other is a line of 
extending NATO through the admission of Spain, of drawing up projects for 
new military blocs and groupings. 

One is a line of securing a worldwide lessening cf tension and eliminating 
the existing flashpoints of international conflict. The other is one of keeping 
up confrontation on a global scale and opposing fair settlements in the regions 
of conflict. 

One is a line of promotion of détente in conditions of consolidation of the 
freedom and independence of all peoples, of respect for state sovereignty. The 
other is a line of international diktat and blackmail and interference in other 
countries’ affairs under all sorts of pharisaical pretexts. 

The emergence and consolidation of achieved socialism has made it 
possible to block the operation of imperialism's immanent laws which in the 
past inevitably led to world war. Imperialism's aggressive nature, however, 
constantly makes itself felt in world affairs. Particularly baneful is the impact 
of imperialism fused with monopolies. Alongside the sober-minded quarters 
reckoning with the realities of our time, there are groups and persons in the 
imperialist upper echelon who are trying again and again to stoke up tension 
and producing more and more dangerous armaments, aggravating the danger 
of war. 

All this results in a close intertwining of positive and negative tendencies 
and every now and then creates complications in the international situation. 

Some time ago the line for confrontation with the socialist world was again 
visibly intensified in the United States and other NATO countries. Hence one 
more massive attempt to isolate the Soviet Union and the socialist community 
of nations in the public mind in other countries, to engender mistrust of and 
hostility to socialism by means of “Soviet threat” and “human rights” ` 
campaigns. This dangerous action with the aim of again testing socialism's 
strength has been given a due rebuff. The process of détente has slowed, howe- 
ver, and the international climate worsened. 

The CPSU and the Communist parties of the fraternal socialist countries 
gave a firm reply to the foes of détente and repulsed all attempts at interference 
in our internal affairs, working patiently in the political field to safeguard what 
had already been achieved in the course of detente and to secure its further 
development. The socialist community and the Communist movement-—the 
chief defenders of peace—do not forget for a moment that imperialism is 
continuing its material preparations for war at a rapid pace. 
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The arms race has reached truly unheard-of proportions. More than half a 
villion dollars is being spent daily on armaments in the world. Literally moun- 
ains of arms have been piled up and these are being continuously improved 
and modernized. Missiles, planes and tanks manufactured only recently are 
seing scrapped and replaced with new types. The militarized economy, 
swollen like a cancerous growth, is devouring tremendous resources, which 
costs the working people dearly. 

The menace of a further spread of nuclear weapons in the world is growing 
rapidly. Each year there are more of the so-called near-nuclear countries 
whose economic, scientific and technical potential already suffices tor the 
development and manufacture of nuclear weapons. It is no secret that such 
countries include the Republic of South Africa, Israel and a number of other 
states ruled by regimes whose policy is based on armed force and aggression. 

A huge army of scientists, engineers and workers is employed in military 
research and production, while the number of servicemen is approaching or 
has already passed the 50-million mark. In other words, already in peacetime 
there is a colossal unproductive waste of money, material resources and intel- 
lectual power. 

The millions upon millions of people in many countries still afflicted by 
unemployment, inflation, hunger, disease and illiteracy are the involuntary 
victims of this waste. To continue the arms race is to rob the present and future 
generations, for they, too, will have to pay dearly for the arms race obstructing 
today the solution of the energy, raw material, food, ecological and other 
urgent global problems. 

Future generations will ruefully ask: How could it happen that in the 
seventies, when annual military expenditure ran at about 400 billion dollars, 
3 billion had not been raised to ensure the pure drinking water supply fer the 
world population by 1990? This is the sum that UN experts believe is 
necessary to achieve this aim. Or they may ask: How could it happen that the 
World Health Organization's programme for wiping out malaria the world 
over, requiring a mere 45 million dollars, had been shelved for years because 
of alack of funds while 40 times as much was being spent on building just one 
atomic aircraft-carrier? Who is to blame for this absurd use of mankind's 
means and resources? 

The answer is simple. The blame for the arms race and its consequences lies 
with aggressive imperialist elements. It is they and their henchmen who have 
banked on armed force as the means of combatting the countries of existing 
socialism and the liberation movements of the peoples. 

But that is not all. Following NATO's Washington session the “Chinese 
card” is being played to the utmost—not limited any longer to political 
demagogy and blackmail spearheaded against the USSR and other socialist 
countries. The military-industrial complexes have joined in the game. Despite 
various reservations, the US Administration has, in effect, given its blessing to 
its NATO allies (Britain, the FRG, and France) to sell China military 
hardware and technology, and these are taking the path indicated to them. 

Chinese politicians and military leaders are paying one visit after another 
to the United States and Western Europe, where they negotiate and sign 


22 


contracts on credits and supply to the PRC of modern arms and technology 
for an overall modernization and considerable growth of China's military 
potential. In this way the imperialist countries are helping, with their own 
hands, to create an exceedingly dangerous breeding ground of world war. And 
if this is not opposed, the consequences for mankind may be unpreceden- 
tedly tragic. 

Understandably, the socialist countries cannot be idle in such circums- 
tances. They are compelled to take appropriate measures to strengthen their 
defence capability. But they are doing nothing more than is absolutely 
necessary to ensure their defence, and are prepared to reduce the level of any 
armaments on a reciprocal basis. The USSR seeks neither a strategic advan- 
tage nor military superiority over the USA anywhere. This has been repeatedly 
recorded in documents of our Party and government and in authoritative 
statements by Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee and Chairman of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet. 

Despite this, imperialist propaganda keeps shouting that the Soviet Union 
and the Warsaw Treaty countries are a source of war danger. Thousands of 
fabricated or falsified “facts”, “testimonies” and pieces of “evidence” are used 
to dupe the public. Regrettably, the massive and vociferous ‘Soviet military 
threat” campaign is misleading also some upright people. It is, therefore, 
particularly important that supporters of socialism and Communists, should 
expose such slander resolutely and uncompromizingly. 

Love of peace is organic to the socialist system and to the political course 
stemming from it. It is essential that this should be known to and deeply 
understood by millions of people in the non-socialist part of the world; 
conversely, obscuring the truth about socialism as the decisive peace force 
may weaken one of the most convincing arguments of the Communists in 
support of the need to fight for socialism. No matter what one thinks of this 
or that aspect of life in the socialist countries, one thing is clear: all attempts 
within the working-class movement and the liberation movement in general to 
cast doubt on the love of peace of the socialist states, or to draw parallels 
between their foreign policy aims and the aims of the imperialist states, may 
strengthen the hand of the militarist “war parties”. This is harmful not only 
to the socialist countries, but also to the democratic and progressive forces 
inside the capitalist countries themselves. The concept of “equidistance” from 
the two military blocs profits, in effect, only the advocates of an endless 
boosting of military budgets, the manufacturers of deadly means of mass 
destruction, that is, precisely those people who cannot conceive of a foreign 
policy without imposing their will. 

That is why the attitude of the Communist parties and of other democratic 
forces in the non-socialist part of the world to existing socialism and its foreign 
policy is a question not only of principle, but also of practical and vital impor- 
tance for the maintenance of peace, for the prevention of a world war and for 
the struggle for socialist goals. 

Indeed, when in a capitalist country the public at large, the mass of the 
people, get truthful information about the socialist countries, about the USSR 
and its policy, this exercises a certain influence also on the ruling circles. And 
those who entertain aggressive intents will think twice and think seriously 
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before giving effect to their anti- Soviet designs, because in the event of a direct 
action against the socialist community they may reap a whirlwind of wrath 
and indignation from their own people, who would call to account those who 
instigated and committed aggression. And conversely, a false, distorted 
image of the socialist countries weakens the resistance of the masses to the 
aggressiveness of imperialism. 

At present, the forces opposing world war are incalculably stronger than 
they ever were. We must not forget, however, that imperialism's military 
potential, too, has grown many times over. 

It follows from the aforesaid that: 

— the most pressing task is to prevent this potential from being used to start 
a world war. The main road to this goal is curbing and ending the arms race; 

— existing socialism is the principal force in the struggle against the war 
danger. For this reason anything that is detrimental to its positions, consolida- 
tion and growth, objectively increases the threat of war; 

— the peace forces of today can safeguard peace if they act in concert, 
directing all their energy to supporting the peace efforts of socialism. But they 
must not forfeit their chance and be slow in mobilizing all those who want no 
war, who seek to end the suffering caused by war preparations, let alone by 
war. 

As regards the significance of democracy for the struggle for socialism, for 
its victory and further development, it is a subject that has been fairly exhaus- 
tively studied in Marxist-Leninist literature. Practice has fully confirmed 
Lenin's prophetic words that “consistent democracy, on the one hand, is trans- 
formed into socialism and, on the other, demands socialism”,? and that 
the proletariat “cannot win other than through democracy, other than by 
exercising democracy in full”. These profound ideas of Lenin's have been 
proved right by the experience of building socialism and communism. There- 
fore, if we keep to the facts and steer clear of any utopian discussions of an 
abstract socialism, there will be no grounds whatever to oppose democracy 
to socialism, and much less really existing socialism to democracy. 

Why in recent years, one may ask, has our class opponent chosen this 
particular battlefield—the questions of democracy? There are many reasons 
for this. 

The deep, all-pervading crisis of the seventies has dealt a politico-moral, as 
well as economic, blow on capitalism. The tendency to resolve the pressing 
and long-outstanding problems of bourgeois society through socialist changes 
has become more pronounced in many Western countries. Class battles have 
intensified, and the bourgeoisie has retaliated with increased pressures on the 
working people—curtailing and cutting down democracy, among other 
things. Democracy and freedoms have become a most acute social and poli- 
tical question in the capitalist world. In such circumstances, the offensive of 
bourgeois ideologists agalnst socialist democracy, against human rights under 
socialism is nothing but an attempt to put the shoe on the wrong foot. 

This was the time when socialist Vietnam established itself, when the 
Laotian people took the road to socialism, and when countries such as 
Angola, Ethiopia, Mozambique, Afghanistan, Southern Yemen, and others, 
proclaimed their socialist orientation. 
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As a result of this and especially under the impact of the peace offensive of 
the socialist community, which is impressively showing the indivisibility of 
socialism and peace, there is a visibly stronger desire for friendship with the 
peoples of the socialist countries. And this is where the leaders and ideologists 
of capitalism spotted a great danger for themselves. They decided to halt this 
tendency at any cost, and to stop at nothing to discredit existing socialism in 
the eyes of the masses. 

This, we think, is the essential origin of the noisy and dirty billion-dollar 
“human rights” slander campaigns that have billowed across the West in the 
past few years. 

The hegemonistic aspirations of the chief imperialist power have played no 
small part in setting off these anti-socialist campaigns. The failure of the 
infamous war in Vietnam, followed by Watergate and by the all-encompassing 
crisis, with the United States in the epicentre, have affected the country's status 
as the leader of the capitalist world. And it was to prop up its international 
prestige that the “human rights” demagogy was set in motion. It was meant 
to boost the United States as the “champion of democracy” and to portray the 
Soviet Union as the “chief menace” to democracy. 

The ruling classes in the West resorted to hypocricy to present bourgeois 
democracy as the model of democracy for all mankind. Yet, there has never 
been, nor can there be, any extraclass democracy. In the modern world, 
divided into two opposing social systems, there are two democracies—the 
bourgeois and the socialist. The former is living out the time that history 
allotted it. The latter is on the upgrade: using all that is valuable, all that has 
been gained by the working class and all the working people in the struggle 
for democracy in capitalist conditions, socialist democracy has gone much 
farther. 

What, in a nutshell, is the essence of socialist democracy? How do we, 
Soviet Communists, understand it? 

Socialist democracy is power of the working class and other sections of the 
working people, power of the majority of the population, which in the Soviet 
Union has turned into the power of all people. 

Socialist democracy is constitutionally secured rule of law guaranteeing a 
broad and direct involvement of the working people in the management of the 
state and society. 

Socialist democracy guarantees direct influence of the working people on 
the development and management of production, primarily through their own 
work collectives. The work collective is the most important cell in the working 
people's life; the extensive rights granted to and realized through the collective 
are one of the main indicators of our society’s democracy. 

Socialist democracy is based on organic harmony of the interests of the indi- 
vidual and those of society as a whole. It ensures the expression, consideration 
and harmonization of different interests, and the solution of all relevant prob- 
lems. Socialist democracy helps to combine the efforts of the state and the citi- 
zens, to safeguard and maintain the bond of their interests, to prevent misuse 
of the rights of individual citizens to the detriment of society and actions of 
government agencies detrimental to individuals. 

The new Constitution of the USSR not only defines the prospects of the 
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Soviet Union's further advance to communism. It is also a major international 
factor. It embodies the ideals of peace and friendship among peoples, the 
ideals of internationalism and socialist democracy. It is the Constitution of the 
world's first state of the whole people. It is a Constitution providing for the 
further development of socialist democracy. 

It would never occur to us to say that what has been achieved in the field 
of democracy, of rights and freedoms, is the limit. There still are problems and 
shortcomings, and the Party is working on them continuously. A great deal 
depends here on the level of development of the economy and the people’s 
consciousness. Both are shown constant concern of the ruling parties of the 
socialist community. The CPSU and the other fraternal parties in the socialist 
countries make continuous improvement of democracy, the main direction in 
the development of the socialist state. 

Socialist. democracy is being constantly improved; it is a growing 
democracy. It overcomes difficulties in society's development by means of 
criticism and self-criticism. Our Party calls for the broadest possible practice 
of substantive and constructive criticism, which it regards as a stimulus of 
progress, a means of fighting all negative phenomena interfering with our 
advance. 

The Communist Party—the vanguard of the working class and all working 
people—plays the leading and guiding role in the political system of the Soviet 
Union. The democratic nature of this principle, now incorporated in the 
Constitution, derives from the fact that the Communist Party is an organic 
part of the people, that it takes to its ranks the most committed and active 
elements, and that it bases its activities on science, on Marxist-Leninist theory, 
that is, on knowledge of the objective laws of social development. The CPSU 
is a most important instrument of socialist democracy; it is guided by the prin- 
ciple inscribed in its Programme: “Everything for the sake of man, for the 
benefit of man”. All Party branches operate within the framework of the 
Constitution. 

Leonid Brezhnev's books, “Little Land”, “Rebirth” and “The Virgin 
Lands”, give a vivid, profound and all-embracing picture of the Party's acti- 
vities. They are an epic of the party's heroic deeds in war and peace. The Party 
charts its general line to suit the vital needs of the people; in doing so, it is 
guided by Marxist-Leninist theory and makes the most of all opportunities 
available. This is done to preserve and safeguard for the people what has 
already been achieved and to ensure a life worthy of the working people and 
the country's advance towards happiness and well-being for all its citizens. 
Mobilizing the masses and inspiring them by its own example, the Party 
steadily embodies this profoundly popular political line in concrete practical 
deeds of tremendous magnitude and world-wide significance. 

Let us read these books carefully. And take note of the following: if Soviet 
people did not know what freedom is and did not feel really free, if they did 
not enjoy the benefits of socialist democracy, how would they have clung to 
the Little Land and, in general, displayed such self-sacrifice and mass 
heroism in the battles for their socialist Motherland? Would there have been 
such enthusiasm and complete dedication in the rehabilitation of the war- 
ruined economy to which Leonid Brezhnev referred to, citing the example of 
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the Dnieper Hydropower Station and that of the virgin lands development 
which brought us closer to solving one of the country's crucial problems— 
the food problem? And is our own dynamic, exciting and creative way of life 
not the best possible proof of the profoundly democratic nature of Soviet 
society? 

Those who attack socialist democracy usually get their “stuff” from the so- 
called dissidents, who are either enemies of socialism usually connected with 
foreign imperialist organizations, or embittered individuals incapable of 
seeing things impartially. To judge Soviet democracy correctly one must see 
its full scope and view the panorama of our life without bias. The democracy 
that exists in the fraternal socialist countries is power of the people, it is what 
the people need, what accords with the interests of millions upon millions of 
working people. This democracy was made possible by the greatest revolu- 
tionary upheaval of all times—the October 1917 Socialist Revolution. “The 
very origination of the new social system,” the Political Consultative 
Committee of the Warsaw Treaty states stated in its November Declaration, 
“is connected with the striving to turn into reality the main right of man—the 
right to a worthy existence without exploitation, to create conditions for the 
allround development of the individual. The banner of human righis and 
freedoms is the banner of socialism.” 

The abolition of private property in the basic means of production was in 
itself a democratic act of enormous significance. Labour became the sole 
source of subsistence and the supreme social value. 

At the root of genuine democracy lies the fact that the exploitation of man 
by man has been abolished and that the maximum satisfaction of the growing 
material and spiritual needs of people is the principal aim of the socialist 
economy. Socialist democracy means full de jure and de facto equality of 
people and nations. 

The economic achievements of the USSR make it possible to materially 
guarantee and constitutionally secure such fundamental rights of man as the 
right to work, leisure, free education, maintenance in old age, health protec- 
tion, housing, choice of profession and job according to vocation and ability, 
the right to using cultural values, and freedom of technical and artistic endea- 
vour. 

That these rights are real is confirmed by the facts. 

There has been no unemployment in the country since 1930. For half a 
century now the Soviet citizens have been rid of this humiliating evil. In 
socialist society there is a steady, and systematic reduction of the necessary 
work time and increase of leisure time, described by Marx as the most impor- 
tant social asset and the decisive condition for the self-development of the 
personality. 

Between 1951 and 1977 the state provided for its citizens as many as 
$5,765,000 new flats. More than 200 million people moved into new homes. 
Each week now means another 41,000 new flats. 

Forthy-six million Soviet citizens receive pensions from the state. It would 
be noted that the pension age established by law is lower in the Soviet Union 
than in the capitalist states. All types of medical aid—at work place, at 
home, in polyclinics and hospitals, for adults and children—are free of charge. 
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Socialism has opened broad horizons for youth, has made them active buil- 
ders of the new society. Education is free at all levels, from primary school to 
higher educational establishments. In higher and vocational schools, and 
some other educational institutions, students get monthly stipends. In 1950, 
allocations for education amounted to 5,4 billion roubles, and in 1977 to 28.3 
billion roubles. 

Socialism has put an end to national oppression. The national question has 
been resolved in a truly democratic way, something no bourgeois society is 
able to do. Socialism has boosted economic and cultural progress in the 
formerly backward regions and thereby a gradual levelling of the conditions 
of life of nations and ethnic groups. The close-knit multi-national family of 
Soviet peoples presents an immense diversity of ethnic, racial, cultural and 
linguistic traditions and features, with national values organically fitted into 
the international fabric of the socially homogeneous Soviet people. And that, 
too, is one of the greatest gains of democracy. 

Socialism Has emancipated women by granting them equal rights with 
men, including equa! pay for equal work. From a one-time culturally most 
backward population group women now have advanced to the forefront of 
social life. 

Lenin's idea that under socialism the working people know no power over 
themselves other than that of their own association’ is embodied in the So- 
viets of People’s Deputies. The Soviets concentrate in their hands both le- 
gislation and control over compliance with law. 

The ever broader involvement of millions of activists in the work of the 
Soviets is a stable political tradition of Soviet democracy. It is very important 
that under Soviet law it is the duty of a deputy to respond to all requests, 
wishes, complaints, and recommendations of the electorate. If a deputy fails 
to heed them or to fulfil his mandate, the electorate is constitutionally entitled 
to recall him or her. And when necessary, this is really done. Such a right does 
not exist in any bourgeois country. Yet, as Lenin pointed out, it is the “funda- 
mental principle of true democracy”. 

Genuine and all-embracing democracy exists only where the working 
people have a real opportunity for taking part in running production—the 
decisive sphere of human activity. Our production democracy is directly exer- 
cised by work collectives. One of its most important institutions are the 
standing production conferences elected in large shops by general meetings. 
Unless contested by the management, decisions of the production conference 
are mandatory and carried into effect accordingly. 

The trade unions play a tremendous role in the system of socialist 
democracy. While fully retaining their specific functions and independence as 
public organizations protecting the rights and interests of the working people, 
the trade unions take an active part in drawing up national economic plans 
and in solving production problems. Under Article 113 of the new Constitu- 
tion of the USSR the trade unions enjoy the right to initiate legislation. They 
have broad rights of control over the activities of government agencies, the 
management of enterprises and their associations, over organizations and 
institutions. The trade unions are in charge of the state-financed social insu- 
rance system, which disposes of huge funds running to over 31 billion roubles 
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a year. They supervise the state of labour protection and safety engineering, 
and compliance with labour laws. Nobody can be dismissed or transferred to 
a lower-paid job without their consent. Another major function of the trade 
unions is to provide for holiday facilities and people's medical treatment, to 
promote physical culture, sports, and tourism. The scope of union activities in 
this field may be illustrated by the fact that they run 926 sanatoria and holiday 
homes, in which over 9 million people annually get medical treatment or 
spend their holidays, and 2,200 factory prophylactic centres with 180,000 
beds where 2.5 million workers are accommodated annually. 

Extensive use of the press and other mass media in the interest of the people 
is another salient feature of our democratic system. It ensures broad publicity, 
enables everybody to take an active part in shaping public opinion, and is a 
major channel of public initiative. 

Newspapers receive about 200,000 letters daily, or 60-70 million a year. 
Pravda, for instance, receives some 1,300 letters every day. Whole pages of the 
paper are regularly devoted to them and they are also published as separate 
items. They are the voice of the people, of the true masters of the country 
actively engaged in building the new life, who come forward with suggestions, 
boldly expose shortcomings and mistakes, and criticize the culprits. 

Our legislation makes it incumbent on all state institutions and every 
leading executive to respond to criticism in the press, and to report on the 
measures they have taken to remedy matters. Study of working people's letters 
and implementation of their suggestions helps to solve problems at national 
and local levels and to eliminate shortcomings. Nationwide discussion of 
major legislative acts is another form of direct socialist democracy that is 
tremendously important. A striking example was the truly nationwide discus- 
sion of the draft of the new Constitution of the USSR and the incorporation 
in its final text of numerous proposals made during the discussion. 

The sovereignty and supremacy of the people as the key factor of socialist 
democracy is by no means reduced to an exercise of power on behalt of the 
people. The New Constitution of the USSR—and this is its major distinc- 
tion—defines the role of each element of the political system and the direction 
of its development. The mechanism of Soviet democracy is highly ramified, 
flexible and effective. 

Socialism has created not only material conditions for moulding a new man. 
His development is powerfully influenced by the collectivism of the new 
society. The jungle laws of hostility and alienation that prevail under capi- 
talism have given way to fellowship and mutual support. Confidence in 
oneself, a sense of involvement in a great common cause, an awareness of the 
importance of one's contribution to implementing stupendous plans, and faith 
in the future have replaced pessimism and estrangement, loneliness and inse- 
curity in capitalist conditions. It would be not out of place to recall a comment 
by US sociologist Howard L. Parsons: “Soviet people, as compared with 
people in western capitalist countries, seem to me to be less egocentric and 
more sociocentric, to have a keener sense of their moral obligations to others, 
society and nature, to be more solicitous about children, the disadvantaged, 
and the elderly, to be less obsessed with the acquisition and accurnulation of 
material goods, to be more peaceful in handling the conflicts of their interper- 
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sonal lives, and to be less interested in money... In opposition to anxiety, 
pessimism, obsession with death and escapism of much of bourgeois society, 
Soviet society is optimistic and life-affirming.” 

On the plane of society as a whole, the loftiest ideals of humanity, morality 
and ethics are advocated. People become committed to sound principles such 
as intolerance of social injustice and oppression, profound internationalism, 
and respect for all nations and races. Society is fighting against the evils and 
survivals of the old world—avarice, the striving to live at the expense of 
others, heavy drinking, and other vices that thrive in the imperialist world. 

The spiritual uplift and the progress of science, culture and the arts are a 
logical result of the profound democracy of the Soviet system. Little is known 
about this in the West. As for the professional anti-Sovieteers, they simply 
ignore it, for their task is entirely different: to conceal all this from their 
peoples and to portray a handful of turncoats and resentful misfits as repr- 
esentatives of the culture of our country, thereby defaming both Soviet culture 
and our country as a whole. This is not surprising, for in the light of authentic 
information about the spiritual development of Soviet society and the extraor- 
dinary new advances of Soviet culture it would be much more difficult to hold 
forth about “suppression” of democracy in the USSR, about “lack of free- 
dom” for Soviet people, and about “dictation” in matters of Soviet culture. 

But take Soviet modern multinational literature, for example. Hundreds of 
large and small works of the most diverse genres, forms and styles are annually 
published in dozens of literary journals and in separate editions in Moscow, 
in the union republics, and in the country's major cultural centres in the lang- 
uages of the peoples of the USSR. In terms of their artistic appeal and skill, 
the best works approach the summits of the great literature of the past. Soviet 
literature covers a truly vast range of subjects—from the biggest social prob- 
lems to the most intimate and subtle movements of the human soul, It broadly 
and fully reflects life, its complexity and diversity, and boldly intervenes in all 
regions of life. It is a powerful and authoritative factor of social self-awareness 
and public opinion. 

And great is the interest that our people take in, say, classic literature, both 
national and foreign. The total print of the great works of world literature has 
long since passed scores of millions of copies, and yet these books are instantly 
sold out, there are never enough of them. Small wonder that Soviet people are 
called a nation of the world’s most avid readers. Since the war, the Soviet 
Union has published six times as many books of US, British, French and West 
German authors as those countries published books of Soviet authors. 

No other country sees such endless queues of people outside art galleries, 
museums, exhibitions, concert halls and theatres. The Soviet theatre, cinema, 
fine arts and music have produced masterpieces of universal appeal. And this 
they owe to their complete devotion to the people and to refining their artistry 
through communion with their millions-strong and keenly responsive 
audience. 

Despite its high degree of professionalism, whose growth has been partic- 
ularly visible in the past 10 to 15 vears, our culture remains a mass one. That 
is why it is an inalienable organic element of the people's spiritual life. 

A few decades ago the great British writer, Bernard Shaw, said on visiting 
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the Soviet Union that the Russian solution of the problem of democracy 
showed that Soviet Russia had moved ahead of the capitalist world by at least 
a century. And, clearly. existing socialism has not grown worse since then, but 
better. 

In the light of what has been said above about socialist democracy we may 
ask: What “human rights” are they clamouring for in the West? What rights 
do they want for the Soviet people and the citizens of other socialist countries? 
Are they really concerned about the present and the future of people in the 
socialist countries? Of course, not. Specialists in psychological warfare are, in 
effect, insisting on the “right” of agents of their own creation to conduct 
subversive activities against socialism. This was demonstrated, in particular, 
by the hysterical reaction in the United States and some other Western 
countries to the trial of the spy Shcharansky. To be sure, if Shcharansky, 
Bukovsky and Plyushch had not existed, they would have been “invented” in 
the West. In point of fact, these, too, were invented as fighters for justice and 
freedom, while actually they are nothing else but enemies of socialism and 
freedom, who work together with imperialist intelligence services. 

The interest in them has cooled off, and evidently not only because people 
have got tired of them and not only because common sense has helped some 
people to see the grave danger of the “human rights” campaign to detente. It 
has also cooled off because at the time of the campaign its masterminds began 
in word and in deed helping such “pillars of democracy” as Somoza in Nica- 
ragua and the regime in Iran, who within few months massacred thousands of 
their countrymen merely for demanding freedom and elementary human 
rights. As was only to be expected, the imperialist propaganda centres 
launched no campaigns in defence of those victims of mass repression. Their 
hypocricy and deceit over “human rights” in the socialist countries became 
too obvious. 

Unfortunately, the imperialist slander campaigns of recent years have also 
misled some of our friends in the West. Not all of them grasped the fact that 
these subversive acts were directed not only against us, but also against them. 
Yet they, too, have a stake in delivering a joint principled rebuff to the impe- 
malist initiators and organizers of anti-Soviet and anti-socialist acts. 

An important part of the topic of existing socialism's role in the world is its 
influence on the national-liberation movement. 

For many centuries relations between nations were unequal, and relations 
between states were built on the subjugation and enslavement of the weak by 
the strong. It was only with the consolidation of existing socialism that a new 
type of relations between nations and between states began to take shape. 

The October Revolution, as Jawaharlal Nehru said aptly, lit a bright flame 
which could not be smothered. It had a direct bearing on the outbreak ut the 
crisis of the colonial system. An immense role in the rise of the contemporary 
national-liberation movement was plaved by the ideas of the October Revolu- 
tion, by the force of its example and its convincing demonstration that the 
involvement of all peoples in world economic and political relations can and 
must go along the line of equity and mutual advantage and not through impe- 
rialist expansion and exploitation. 

The victory over fascism and the emergence of the world socialist system 
created conditions for the national -liberation movement to attain its first great 
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objective—the destruction of the age-old system of colonial empires. If there 
had been no socialism, there would have been neither the fall of the colonial 
system nor the birth of sco.es of new independent states. 

Some of them managed to gain their independence in a relatively peaceful 
way, without an armed struggle. In some cases imperialism tried to halt the 
liberation process in the colonies and semi-colonies with a mailed fist, but was 
defeated. And a tremendous contribution to this was made by the socialist 
countries, by the Soviet Union. 

Let us recall a few historical facts that certain people are trying to eraze 
from the memory of the peoples. 

It is common knowledge that to crush the Chinese revolution the impenal- 
ists repeatedly resorted to armed intervention. In the 1930s and 1940s Japa- 
nese invaders occupied a large part of China. And it was the Soviet Union that 
rendered decisive aid to the Chinese people at that time. It crushed the Kwan- 
tung Army, cleared the north of the country from the invaders, and safe- 
guarded China's revolutionary forces from fresh foreign invasions. Shortly 
after the formation of the People's Republic of China, the Soviet Union signed 
a treaty of friendship and assistance with it, thus reliably ensuring the security 
of the young state. Since then there have been no foreign interventions in 
China. Addressing the 8th National Congress of the Communist Party of 
China, Mao Zedong said: “Internationally, our victories are due to the 
support of the camp of peace, democracy and socialism headed by the Soviet 
Union and the profound sympathy of peace-loving people of the world.” 5 

Many times the Soviet Union and other socialist countries helped the Arab 
peoples to repulse imperialist aggression. When Egypt became the victim of a 
tripartite Anglo-French-Israeli assault in 1956, it was the stand of the Soviet 
Union that brought the interventionists to a halt. Finally, it is impossible to 
delete from history the fact of the economic and military support that the 
Soviet Union rendered Egypt in the years that followed, the Aswan Dam, and 
our tireless efforts to secure peace in the Middle East. 

Our Party is gratified with the high opinion expressed by revolutionary 
fighters and leaders of free states concerning the internationalist assistance 
given to the heroic struggle of the peopl.s of Cuba, Vietnam, and Laos. We 
reaffirm our invariable solidarity with the people of Chile, Uruguay, Nica- 
ragua, Paraguay, Brazil, Guatemala and other countries in their struggle 
against terronst dictatorships supported by world imperialism; we reaffirm 
our solidarity with the peoples of Zimbabwe, Namibia and the Republic of 
South Africa fighting against racist regimes and apartheid. The countries of 
the socialist community have always helped and will continue to help the 
peoples of Africa and Asia to safeguard their recently won freedom. Understa- 
ndably, this is not to the taste of the imperialists. What a hue and cry they 
raised over Cuba's armed assistance to the peoples of Angola and Ethiopia, 
though troops had been sent there at the request of their legitimate govern- 
ments fully in keeping with the UN principles. Furthermore, aid was given to 
victims of aggression, to countries invaded by foreign troops seeking to 
overthrow popular regimes. And on whom did the imperialists bestow their 
“solidarity? Once again on the aggressors. 

The Chinese leadership, which sees free socialist Vietnam as an obstacle to 
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its chauvinistic expansionist designs, is trying to put the grossest kind of pres- 
sure On this heroic country that has at so high a price defeated imperialist 
aggressors. In face of the hostile policy of the Chinese leadership towards 
heroic Vietnam, the USSR and other countries of the socialist community 
firmly declare that they will render all-round support and aid to Vietnam. The 
conclusion of the Treaty of Friendship and Co-operation in November 1978 
is a splendid token of our country’s solidarity with Vietnam. 

If we consider the national-liberation movement as a whole, it has, as we 
know, produced several socialist revolutions. The rest of it, too, has reached 
a new historical frontier when radical economic and social transformations 
are the order of the day along with measures strengthening political freedom. 

To strengthen national independence from imperialism, to win economic 
independence, to surmount age-old backwardness, and to give the peoples the 
real fruits of national freedom—this is the main content of the national-libera- 
tion movement of our time. 

These aims are not easy to attain. The average per capita income in the 
former colonies is one-twelfth of that of the imperialist states, and this gap 
continues to widen. Hundreds of millions of people suffer from poverty, 
hunger, and illiteracy. Hence the magnitude of the current and future prob- 
lems of the developing countries. 

An important part in surmounting backwardness is to be played by the 
struggle for the abolition of the neo-colonial system of exploitation, for an end 
to the unequal economic relations imposed by imperialism and neo-colonial- 
ism. The Soviet Union and other socialist states actively advocate a restruc- 
turing of international economic relations on an equitable democratic basis, 
and support the just demands of the newly-free states. And here the main 
burden of making good the damage caused by the old and new colonialisms 
must be placed on the imperialist states, because they bear the historical 
responsibility for the backwardness and the sad plight of the greater part of 
humanity, and because it is they who are to blame for the continuing exploita- 
tion of these hundreds of millions of people. 

One can hardly agree with the point of view that only an inflow of resources 
from outside can solve the burning problems of the developing countries. The 
experience of the past decade has shown clearly, among other things, that 
when such resources are directed to countries with archaic economic and 
social structures and fall into the hands of the ruling oligarchic cliques there, 
this only prolongs the existence of the outdated anti-popular order and alters 
nothing in the conditions of the broad masses. 

The key to surmounting backwardness is a radical social change, an 
advance along the road of social progress and use of the rich experience of the 
countries of the socialist community. This is confirmed by the development of 
Socialist-oriented states. They are a new, active and growing factor of the 
world revolutionary process. 

What are the main features and functions of a socialist-oriented state? 

It is a state that arises from an anti-imperialist, anti-feudal, democratic 
revolution. . 

Its economic foundation are forms of production relations that can develop 
into socialist relations, namely, state and co-operative sectors and the corres- 
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ponding forms of public (national) ownership. A state of this type gradually 
undermines imperialisms economic foundations, nationalizes foreign 
monopoly-owned enterprises, and limits and regulates the private sector. It 
carries out general democratic transformations laying the economic and social 
groundwork for socialist construction (agrarian reform, industrialization, 
planning, progressive labour and social legislation, and so forth). 

The social foundation of the socialist-oriented state is a democratic bloc 
that includes sections of the people interested in strengthening national inde- 
pendence and in deep-going social changes. It is made up of urban and rural 
workers, some intermediate petty-bourgeois strata, and the patriotic intelli- 
gentsia. 

The political foundation of such a state is to be made up of representative 
organs of broad sections of the people. The decisive factor in strengthening 
this foundation is to draw the broad masses into administering the state. 

The foreign policy of such a state is based on anti-imperialism and anti- 
colonialism, on struggle for peace and equitable international co-operation. 
Fundamental significance attaches to establishing and expanding co-opera- 
tion with the socialist countries. 

The leading role in the political system of a socialist-oriented state belongs 
to the revolutionary-democratic forces. In some countries they form parties 
that have a tendency to gradually turn into vanguard organizations of fighters 
for socialism with a programme oriented on scientific socialism, on Marxism- 
Leninism. 

Socialist-oriented states are making their first steps along the road that may 
lead to the building of socialist society. This, of course, is no easy process even 
objectively in view of their economic backwardness and the frantic resistance 
of the imperialist states and internal reactionary forces which are usually 
connected with imperialist agents and foreign monopolies, A great deal, there- 
fore, depends on the internal and foreign policy of the new national leadership 
in each state of this type. 

Socialist-onented states are in their way the historical vanguard of the 
peoples of the former colonies. Imperialism regards them as a serious threat 
to itself in the world of newly-free countries and makes them the target of its 
policy of pressure, blackmail, subversion and even military intervention. In 
the circumstances, we consider it our duty to express our solidarity with and 
to support these countries. The recently signed Soviet-Ethiopian and Soviet- 
Afghan treaties of friendship and co-operation are a vivid expression of this 
policy. That is how the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries inva- 
riably act. And let it be stressed again and again that the socialist countries 
provide military aid only at the request of the legitimate governments of 
newly-free states. They do not use their aid to impose any “military presence” 
and never interfere in internal affairs. 

The intrigues of imperialism and all enemies of national liberation are coun- 
tered by the growing awareness of the progressive forces that close ties and 
mutual assistance between the socialist forces and the national-liberation 
movement are essential for the success of the anti-imperialist struggle. The 
Congress of Progressive Parties and Organizations of Africa which met in 
Madagascar in May 1978 made it absolutely clear that an alliance of the libe- 
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ration movements and the socialist states is an objective reality and a common 
gain that must be cherished and developed in every way. 

Working shoulder to shoulder with existing socialism, that vast zone of 
countries that have liberated themselves from colonial oppression is now in a 
position, and is called upon, to play a very important role in ensuring world 
peace. 

The subject of the unity of the international working-class and national- 
liberation movement at the present stage is extremely topical and merits in our 
opinion, special attention. We would suggest convening a joint inter-pagty 
theoretical conference on this subject of representatives of Communist and 
revolutionary-democratic parties. 

Mankind is going through a time of stupendous social change that will even- 
tually serve to abolish all forms of social and national oppression and replace 
capitalism with socialism. This era was initiated by the October 1917 Socialist 
Revolution. As Comrade E. Berlinguer justly noted in a recent statement, the 
question of the new possibilities opening up before the popular movement for 
socialism would be even beyond discussion had there not onginally been the 
first great breakthrough, the first great revolutionary and socialist victory in 
October 1917, plus the first experience, the Soviet experience, of socialist 
construction. 

Marxist-Leninists proceed from the premise that social revolutions erupt 
due to inner processes in one or another country and are brought about by the 
majority of the people there. Revolutions, V. I. Lenin said, are not made to 
order or by agreement. "9 Asis common knowledge, he was flatly against what 
is known as the “export of revolution”. 

In the world revolutionary process, existing socialism occupies a place of 
paramount importance. A correct understanding of this is vastly instrumental 
for success in the movement for worldwide social progress. 

What, then, are the main ways in which existing socialism affects the rest of 
the world? 

Firstly, as was said before, this is related to the role it plays as the chief 
factor for peace. That is today of prime importance. In this nuclear day and 
age, socialism ensures the paramount conditions for the very existence of civi- 
lized society, the initial possibility for all social progress. Also important is the 
other aspect, namely, the stable development of socialist economy, which is 
bound up with world economy by hundreds of threads. Strengthened in this 
fashion are the material foundations for international detente and for 
economic and other mutually advantageous international cooperation on the 
basis of the principles of peaceful coexistence. 

Secondly, realized socialism had and is continuing to have a growing 
impact in making international relations more democratic. It has brought into 
being a new type of relationships between states, demonstrating that it is 
possible in principle to overcome domination, violence, animosity and suspi- 
cion between peoples and countries. The policy that the leadership of the 
Chinese Communist Party is pursuing with respect to the USSR and the 
socialist countries, its egging on of Campuchea against Vietnam, and the like, 
are no offspring of socialism, but on the contrary are the product of a renun- 
ciation of the principles of socialism, the product of the influence that the 
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perty-bourgeois ideology of the great-power teudal past of China is having on 
its ruling clique. 

The equal relations of cooperation and mutual assistance that are characte- 
ristic of the links between the fraternal socialist countries are ever more the 
norm in their relations with the newly-free states of Asia, Africa, and South 
and Central America. The principles and norms of international concourse 
which precisely socialism has put forward, principles such as full equality, 
respect for territorial integrity, state independence and sovereignty, anu non- 
interference in internal aftairs, are making increasing headway in world prac- 
tice and in international affairs generally. 

Thirdly, the fast, steady economic advancement of the socialist countries, 
the steady rise there in standards of popular welfare, and the advance to more 
and more new heights in the economic, scientific, and technological competi- 
tion with the capitalist world augment the appeal of socialist ideas and 
consolidate the positions of leftwing forces in the class struggle. 

Going back to square one, we see that the competition then was by no 
means in our favour. The first country in which the socialist revolution was 
victorious accounted for under 3 per cent of world industrial output and for 
only 10 per cent on the eve of the second world war. Today the socialist 
countries account for already about 40 per cent of the total. Today the Soviet 
Union is a great industrial power, and is already near to US levels, which are 
the highest ever reached in production in the history of capitalism. Suffice it 
to note that Soviet industrial output is already above 80 per cent of the US 
level. 

The economic, scientific, and technological potential of the socialist 
community is steadily increasing. The CMEA countries today account for 
over half of the increment in world industrial output; they command an 
industrial potential greater than that of the USA or all of Western Europe. The 
socialist economic integration of the CMEA countries has set an example for 
new international economic relationships based on full equality, voluntary 
association, mutually advantageous cooperation and assistance, strict account 
of national interests, and the evening up in development of all the fraternal 
countries. Work done in common by the socialist countries in advanced fields 
of science and technology ranges today from nuclear research to space explo- 
ration, thus presenting a model of fraternal solidarity in the use of the fruit of 
human intellect. 

Fourthly, the socialist countries, by ensuring vital social and economic 
rights and freedoms to their peoples provide both incentive and yardstick for 
the working masses in the capitalist countries in their struggle for analogous 
rights and freedoms, and, as it were, raise their stake in the struggle against 
capitalist dominion. Indeed, the Soviet Union was first to introduce a state 
system of social insurance, enact a law on the eight-hour day, introduce paid 
holiday leaves, enforce equality between the sexes, establish free universal 
medical and educational services, and practice planned economic advance- 
ment in the popular interest. The abolition of unemployment represents a 
superlative gain for real socialism. The guaranteed right to work is part and 
parcel of the socialist way of life. These ideas and gains subsequently came 
within reach of all striving for social progress and socialism. 
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The working class, the toiling folk in the capitalist countries, are now in a 
position to carry on the struggle in sectors and in ways that were out of the 
question before, that revolutionaries of the past could only dream about. 

Scarcely can it be denied that socialism's practice was taken into account 
when the Communist Parties of the capitalist countries developed aspects of 
their economic programmes, when they put forwards such goals as nationali- 
sation of Big Business and the banking and fiscal systems, worker participa- 
tion in production management, democratic planning, etc. In the 1970s this 
was reflected in worker demands for broader political, social, and civil rights, 
an ensured living standard, gratification of material and cultural require- 
ments, which the scientific and technological revolution was expanding, etc. 
All these are questions of an order which have already been successfully 
resolved in the USSR and the fraternal socialist countries. Hence, it can be 
stated with full ground that a crucial international consequence of existing 
socialism is it having become easier for the working people in the capitalist 
countries to carry on the class struggle for their economic and social rights and 
to preserve and extend the democratic liberties already won. 

The objectively conditioned stake that the working people of the capitalist 
countries have in existing socialism's advancement is not confined to that 
alone. There is also a very direct economic aspect. As detente gains ground 
and as socialist economy continues to steadily grow. and further, considering 
the capitalist economic crisis of which no end is in sight, cooperation with the 
socialist countries is of increasing immediate benefit to the working classes of 
the capitalist countries. To date, orders placed with these countries by the 
CMEA countries aggregate a sum total of $13,500,000,000 and in conjunc- 
tion with the trade carried on with them ensure jobs for upwards of 
450,000 workers in Western Europe, North America, and Japan, 

Fifthly, the very fact of socialism's victory and unswerving ascent, ts recoru 
of achievement, imparts to the working class, the toiling folk, inspiration, 
optimism, and the conviction that they too will eventually win. 

Indeed. Is it not amazing that our country, which prior to the revolution had 
been a whole century behind the advanced Western countries, today produces 
more than all of capitalist Europe, while in a whole number of lines it leads 
the world? 

The Soviet land staggered contemporaries when it first launched an artificial 
Earth satellite and placed a man in space. The socialist programme of space 
exploration is geared to the direct service of man, to peaceful construction, to 
economic advancement, while the new superlative space achievements 
attained by the Salyut-Soyuz-Progress configurations, which have evoked the 
entire world’s admiration, demonstrate again and again that socialism has 
now reached the frontiers of present-day science, technology, and production 
in diverse fields. 

Thus has existing socialism displayed its vast creative potential, its ability 
to cope, in the interests of the workingman, with the knottiest of 
issues—including many novel problems related to the scientific and technolo- 
gical revolution, urban expansion, environmental protection, etc. 

Socialism personifies the possibility of living without capitalists, without 
masters and proprietors, without exploitation; it graphically demonstrates the 
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new social system's advantages over capitalism. Throughout the centuries the 
old world cultivated the idea that class division, the division into rulers and 
ruled, into managers and managed, was an everlasting law without which 
society could not exist. This notion has been drummed and is being drummed 
into the minds of the masses of the capitalist countries by the entire ideological 
superstructure—the school, the church, and bourgeois propaganda—and it 
has assumed the character of a firmly established prejudice. As everyone 
knows, it was from such positions that our revolution was attacked in its time. 
As we were told, how could illiterate workers and peasants ever think to build 
a civilized society and master modern culture, science, and the “mysteries” of 
government? Realized socialism strikes a crushing blow at such notions, shat- 
tering them, and making for the ideological disenfranchisement of the 
exploited masses, without which their trae emancipation is unthinkable. 

Sixthly, the very existence of the world socialist system has greatly restricted 
imperialism's opportunities of resorting to the outright export of counter-revo- 
lution. This enables the working class and its allies to look also to peaceful 
methods for winning power, to ways and means of averting civil war, to the 
application of the operating forms of bourgeois democracy, including parlia- 
ments. 

Let us put to the defamers of existing socialism this question: If it were not 
for the Soviet Union and the socialist community would not the reactionary 
forces have long put down the working class and communist movement by 
means of military-police violence in order to regain full freedom of action 
through such “simple” means? 

Achieved socialism is the paramount source lending inspiration and poli- 
tical support to all revolutions of liberation. Naturally, the fact that it exists 
does not in itself ensure their victory, but it does make it easier for them to 
consolidate their victory and advance further towards socialism, even in small 
countries that are able to break away from the imperialist system. 

To this one could add that the internationalism of the socialist countries has 
long been expressed in diverse practical ways of aiding revolutionary fighters 
throughout the world. Many were rescued from mortal danger, and still more 
were given conditions to proceed with their noble work for the good of their 
people. 

All that has been said is of exceptional importance in order to correctly 
understand the vast significance of internationalist solidarity, which has 
always been, and remains to be, a major factor for peaceful social progress. 
At its pivot, as always, is cooperation between the revolutionary forces in the 
non-socialist part of the world and existing socialism. Moreover, the entire 
experience of history demonstrates that both sides are interested in such 
cooperation, 

There is no question that from stage to stage, the forms of contact and 
mutual support for revolutionaries that have been carrying on the struggle in 
various parts of the world that 1917 split, have changed. 

Drawing upon the mighty energy released by the Great October Revolution, 
the working-class liberation movement in Occident and Orient itself began to 
act as a major factor suppoting the Soviet revolution in its lethal grapple with 
the forces of reaction and imperialist intervention. In tum, the “Hands off 
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Soviet Russia!” movement and other forms of solidarity with the first workers’ 
state were of vast significance for the destinies of the world revolutionary 
process. Solidarity and proletarian internationalism have been a powerful 
moral and ideological incentive in building up revolutionary detachments in 
the capitalist countries and the colonies, and, generally, in expediting the 
world revolutionary movement of the new era. 

During the second world war, solidarity with the Soviet Union, upon whose 
struggles the destinies of modern civilization itself depended, was of immense 
fundamental importance for all antifascist forces and for the effort to ensure 
the crucial socio-political gains that the masses had won on the crest of 
fascism's rout. 

During the “cold war”, active defence of the socialist countries by 
communist and other progressive forces signally contributed to the consolida- 
tion of the socialist system and the accomplishment of that historic task of 
making socialism's gains irreversible. Again, an identical internationalist 
stand helped to preserve the revolutionary substance of the working class 
movement in the capitalist part of the world, and enabled the national libera- 
tion forces to reach victorious frontiers in their striving to dismantle colonialist 
empires. 

The truly gigantic socio-political shifts in the postwar period were possible 
not leastly because again, the communist movement showed itself to be a 
powerful international factor. 

At the same time, all were able to see in the years after the war the harm 
that renunciation of internationalism may inflict upon the world revolutionary 
process. The betrayal of the international cause by China's Mao leadership 
has adversely affected the development of the revolutionary liberation struggle 
in Asia, has led to unjustified sacrifices and defeats, has complicated the poli- 
tical confrontation with imperialism, and has markedly impeded the effort to 
resolve the question of strengthening peace. 

At the present stage, solidarity between the world revolutionary forces and 
existing socialism is expressed primarily in the dissemination of the true facts 
about peace-loving socialist foreign policy, which accords with the vital 
interests of all peoples, and also about the practice of remaking society along 
socialist lines and translating socialism’s ideals into reality. 

The point is by truthfully noting the road that the peoples of these countries 
have traversed and the character and scale of the difficulties that they have 
overcome, to emphasise the immense opportunities that socialism opens up to 
every land. 

The point is to objectively describe how, in what fashion, and in what ways 
the socialist states are coping with diverse social, economic, political, and 
cultural problems, emphasising meanwhile that all this is being done, in the 
final analysis, in the interests of the working folk and the entire people. This 
is all of vast significance for the struggle for socialist ideals and for the day- 
to-day class struggle in the capitalist countries themselves. 

Solidarity with the socialist world implies meting out a rebuff to the smear 
“human rignts” campaigns, which the class adversary has been employing for 
some time now as one of his basic tools in his political struggle against world 
socialism and the entire communist movement. These campaigns have nothing 
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at all in common with the assertion of democracy; on the contrary, their 
purpose is to fragment, dishearten, and disorient the democratic forces. Resis- 
tance to such actions on the part of the common class enemy signifies both 
help for existing socialism and to no less a degree, a blow at imperialism's 
anticommunist strategy generally, and in each capitalist country in particular, 

Anti-Soviet, anti-socialist campaigns are currently being planned on what 
one may call a global scale; they are being worked out in detail with an eye 
to all the facilities that modern mass media, secret services, and scientific and 
technological achievements afford. Their prime aim is, by smearing realized 
socialism, to isolate, if possible, from it the other revolutionary forces, and 
generally the forces for peace and progress that are active in the imperialist 
countries. Incidentally, the very purpose of the anti-socialist campaigns 
inversely indicates, as it were, whom imperialism sees as the main stumbling 
block towards the implementation of its reactionary designs. 

Practice has shown that all who resolutely rebuff smear campaigns, and 
imperialism's ideological sabotage, though furiously assailed by reaction, 
retain their revolutionary prestige in the eyes of the masses; meanwhile, all 
who step down in the face of such campaigns, though perhaps complimented 
for this, not infrequently provoke difficulty and contradiction within their own 
parties, and sow confusion amongst the masses following them. 

Neutrality in the face of propaganda spearheaded against real socialism, 
and all the more so, the echoing of such propaganda, can only harm the 
working class revolutionary movement in each country. 

A position of this order: 

—enfeebles the working class movement's ability to ideologically resist 
pressure from the class enemy, and implies a concession to hostile ideology. 
In such circumstances, the prestige the Communist Party itself possesses in the 
face of its immediate political opponents is also reduced; 

— obstructs the effort to broaden the Party's influence among the masses 
and fails to attract more masses of voters to its side. Furthermore, this polit- 
ically disorients the masses, planting doubt in the expediency in general of an 
effort for socialism, however “different” it may be compared to already 
existing socialism. Undermined, hence, is the resolve and determination to 
struggle for society's social remaking. A biassed, criticaster attitude to existing 
socialism, while indicative of the loss of a sense of political expediency and of 
the very meaning contained in the study of socialism's history, implies, in 
effect, as V. I. Lenin put it, “the undermining of the revolutionary spirit” of 
the workers;? 

— waters down the very socialist ideal and consequently makes it harder to 
recruit more broad sections of the population to the struggle for socialism. The 
education of Party cadres, especially of young Communists in a revolutionary 
spirit, is complicated; 

— results in the gains of the working class and toiling folk in the socialist 
countries, the product of their history-making being deleted from political and 
propaganda usage by the Communist Party in question thus impoverishing its 
ideological and political arsenal; 

— encourages the class enemy to step up its pressure against the 
Communist Party, and wrest concessions not only of an ideological order, but 
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also as concerns the Party's organisational principles, thus prodding it to 
renounce democratic centralism; 

— and, finally, detracts from international communist solidarity, which 
cannot but be detrimental to each Communist Party in particular. 

There is also one more aspect of the attitude to achieved socialism which 
must not be overlooked either, when speaking on the subject of internationalist 
solidarity. In the Soviet Union and other fraternal countries, education of an 
international awareness among the entire people represents a crucial ideolo- 
gical task. Respect for the struggle conducted by Communists and other revo- 
lutionaries abroad, solidarity with them, a readiness to extend them a helping 
hand, have become part and parcel of the makeup of the new man, the man 
with the socialist mentality. Soviet people see Communists abroad as class 
brethren, as comrades in the struggle for common ideals. Consequently, the 
expression of a biassed, unfriendly attitude by those whom Soviet people 
regard as comrades is detrimental to the cause of the internationalist educa- 
tion ot our people. 

Yet at the same time, it should be noted that the CPSU has always taken 
attentive note of the objective friendly considerations and desires of the repr- 
esentatives of the fraternal parties. 

In connection with the foregoing, one would fain raise what is likewise an 
extremely topical issue of fundamental importance, namely, what is meant by 
a correct internationalist attitude to the experience of victorious socialism. In 
contravention of what may at times be heard, this does not imply any copying, 
imitation of “models”, “examples”, and the like. An approach of that nature 
is alien to the spirit of creative Marxism-Leninism. Back in 1956, the 
20th CPSU Congress recorded in its Resolution that it is quite logical for the 
forms that the transition of countries to socialism may take to be increasingly 
diversified in the future. It recalled Lenin's famous statement that every nation 
would achieve socialism but each in its own way, not in the same identical 
fashion. 

Our Party has today reiterated the thesis of specifically national transition, 
of a specific form of transition to socialism in each country. “Each of the 
countries that have taken the socialist road has, in some respects, dealt in its 
own specific way with the problems of socialist statehood, the development of 
socialist industry, the drawing of the peasantry into cooperatives, and the 
ideological re-education of the masses," Comrade L.I. Brezhnev has 
observed. “There is no doubt that the transition to socialism by other peoples 
and countries with different levels of development and national traditions will 
invest socialist construction with an even greater diversity of specific forms. 
That is quite natural.“ 8 

However, a search for the own national way by no means necessitates 
Opposing already existing socialism, and the more so provides no excuse to 
smear it. Besides that, the point is one of being able to single out the common 
international aspects of socialism's experience, and creatively apply that in 
new and different conditions. That is precisely how our Marxist-Leninist 
theory puts the matter. 

We are also convinced that certain tasks in whose accomplishment 
socialism has accumulated priceless experience will inevitably face every 
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fraternal Party and every people embarking upon the socialist road. Among 
them we could name: 

— the activity and building of a Marxist-Leninist Party as the ruling party, 
and the development of socialist statehood and socialist democracy; 

— an effort to ensure the working class the role of leader after power is won, 
the recruiting of every possible ally and the development of a socialist aware- 
ness among all citizens; 

— an effort to ensure the transfer into the hands of the people of the basic 
means of production, the land, and everything on it and in it, etc.; 

— an effort to master the difficult science of arranging along socialist lines 
all of social life, including economic planning and management. 

Incidentally, seemingly no Communist would object that to effect the transi- 
tion to socialism it is necessary to strip the monopoly bourgeoisie of political 
dominion, to entrench the power of the working class and its allies, to nationa- 
lise the key means of production. This is exactly what existing socialism has 
done! Now, if the need for such reform is acknowledged, thereby confirmed, 
in effect, is the existence of general laws governing the transition to socialism, 
of aspects of fundamental general significance, of the experience that socialism 
has accumulated. 

The interest in socialism's practical experience, the desire of Communists 
and other fighters for socialism to analyse and apply this experience, stems 
from its being victorious experience. Precisely by virtue of that does it teach 
lessons that life itself has confirmed, and which are therefore of use in the 
struggle for socialism, whatever the obtaining historical conditions. Thanks to 
the activity of the ruling Parties socialism has become a reality, displaying 
tangible features that may serve as guide for the world's working folk in their 
own, absolutely independent struggle. 

The CPSU and the fraternal parties of the socialist states have ever stressed 
the need for taking critical stock of shortcomings. “All the revolutionary 
Parties that have perished so far,” V. I. Lenin wrote, “perished because they 
became conceited, because they failed to see the source of their strength, and 
feared to discuss their weaknesses. We, however, shall not perish, because we 
are not afraid to discuss our weaknesses, and will learn to overcome them.”? 
The CPSU adheres to that line. 

The CPSU does not close its eyes to the shortcomings that emerge in the 
practice of socialist construction. At Congresses and Central Committee 
Plenary meetings, in Party documents, and in its day-to-day activities, it 
discloses the objective and subjective causes of such shortcomings, and 
sketches concrete ways and means of removing them. One of these causes, 
incidentally, is the circumstance that the CPSU had no practical experience of 
anyone else to rely upon in this new gigantic work. That simply did not exist. 

In a situation when socialist transformations are imperiously knocking on 
capitalism's doors, Communists are profoundly preoccupied with aspects of 
the transition of capitalism to socialism. A correct understanding of these 
questions is supplied by Lenin’s time-tested theory of the socialist revolution 
and the transition to socialism. Hence, extremely damaging are the current 
fashionable attempts to slur Leninism, to contrast it to Marxism, to reduce its 
role to that of an exclusively “Russian” teaching. Pretending to advocate the 
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development of the science of socialism, those seeking to oust Leninism objec- 
tively, regardless of intent, play into the hands of those who generally declare 
that Marxism-Leninism is “obsolete”, and desire to ideologically disarm the 
working-class and communist movement. 

An attitude of cherishing what has already been won plus an ability tc 
analyse, rely upon, and make fruitful use of these gains, represents a tas) 
which unless solved, means that the struggle for socialism will fail. 

The CPSU attaches great importance to a comradely discussion of theore- 
tical and political matters. “While greatly attentive to the creative work of our 
comrades in the communist family,” Comrade L. I. Brezhnev declared at the 
Berlin Conference, “we believe that only practical experience can be the crite- 
rion for judging whether one or another concept is right or wrong. But before 
practice passes its final verdict, it is possible and, indeed, necessary to evaluate 
these concepts in comradely discussion through comparing the viewpoints and 
experience of various Parties. It is obviously theory, practice, and our 
common cause that will stand to gain." 10 

Also at the Berlin Conference Comrade L. I. Brezhnev favoured convening 
multilateral meetings of Communist Parties from time to time “for exchanging 
information and opinion on one or another topical political issue.”!! The 
CPSU continues to adhere to this view. 


+ ++ 


Socialism is in its seventh decade. An absolutely new type of world is being 
forged. But as was predicted by those great teachers and leaders of the proleta- 
riat, Marx, Engels, and Lenin, it is emerging in the travails of a stubborn, often 
furious struggle, overcoming difficulties and the frenzied, at times armed, 
resistance of the bourgeoisie and all enemies of the working class. 

This world is today a mighty reality, with which the forces of imperialism 
and reaction are compelled to count to an ever greater extent with every 
passing year. It now represents a crucial guarantee of the successful, victorious 
advance of the world revolutionary process. 

This new world continues to be built. “We are marching ahead in a broad 
front,” Comrade L. I. Brezhnev said at a recent CPSU Central Committee 
Plenary meeting. “Our country is transforming itself literally before our eyes. 
The scope of our accomplishments is enormous. But we also have many prob- 
lems. We know what they are, we work constantly on them, and we are sure 
to solve them.” 12 

The new socialist civilisation has already demonstrated its viability, its 
ability to make good use of the achievements of past generations, of all the 
previously accumulated treasures of the people's material and intellectual 
culture. Socialism's socio-political, ideological, and moral gains are irrever- 
sible and belong to all of mankind. 

Existing socialism has long confirmed its incontestable advantages over 
capitalism, the possibility of the existence of a just, genuinely humane, morally 
healthy system serving the interests of the masses in general and of every indi- 
vidual in particular. The very character of this society, its political structure, 
enable the honest man and woman to lead a long and happy life in an atmos- 
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phere of affluence and justice, to realise their best traits and desires. It 
comprises an association of human beings of a new and higher type, one 
fundamentally different from all that past formations ever knew. 

Existing socialism has proved that genuine democracy, in other words, real 
power by the people, is conceivable only where the working class, the toiling 
folk, assume control over the full plenitude of power. Socialist democracy 
enables literature, art, science, and technology to serve all of society, and the 
economic, social, and other problems that the scientific and technological 
revolution places on the agenda to be solved in a way according with the inte- 
rests of the millions, of the workingmen. 

For several decades now, existing socialism has been working on a 
tremendous scale to shape the new man, to educate the generations in a spirit 
of international brotherhood and friendship among all nations, in a spirit of 
devotion to the ideals of a universal, just, and democratic world. In this fash- 
ion, it most signally contributes to the effort to make man intellectually and 
morally healthy and perfect. The socialist system already trustworthily 
safeguards a considerable portion of the world’s population from those ulcers 
and vices of capitalism that cripple, pervert, and rob the working masses, both 
spiritually and materially. 

Existing socialism has accumulated a vast, extremely diversified wealth of 
experience in its fundamental Marxist-Leninist approach to the solution of 
virtually all the social, economic, and political tasks that inevitably arise : 
during the transition from capitalism to socialism, and during the effort to lay 
the foundations for a developed socialist society. This organic amalgam of the 
practice of the fraternal countries, with its Marxist-Leninist analysis represents 
a truly universal asset which is fully available to the modern revolutionary 
movement. 

In the van of this movement are the Communists. We entertain vast respect 
for our comrades in the non-socialist part of the world who are carrying on 
a struggle for our common ideals. No repression, harassment, fascist terror, or 
crafty anticommunist campaigns, which have become normal conduct for the 
ruling class, have ever been able, or will ever be able, to check the steadily 
spreading communist movement in either imperialism’s citadels or in the lands 
under its thumb. The entire history of the communist movement most 
clinchingly and colourfully confirms Lenin's remarkable statement that “sel- 
fless devotion to the revolution and revolutionary propaganda among the 
peoples are not wasted, even if long decades divide the sowing from the 
harvest.” 13 The selfless struggle that the Communists are waging yields more 
and more new offshoots in the mentality and the life of the millions. There is 
no question that creative, world-transforming practice of socialist construc- 
tion will be enriched and augmented by the efforts the Communists are 
making all over the world. 

It is likely that peoples destined to embark upon socialism tomorrow or the 
day after will overcome many problems with less difficulty. It will be incalc- 
ulably easier for them, as they may rely on the political, material, and moral 
backing of the peoples that have built real socialism. It will be easier for them, 
as they will be shaping a new society in far more favourable international 
conditions—naturally, if it will be possible today to uphold peace, thwart 
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imperialism's aggressive designs, and forever eliminate the very likelihood of 
a world war. The main onus in accomplishing this great historic mission 
devolves upon currently existing victorious socialism. 

The great exploit that the peoples of the socialist countries have accom- 
plished in pioneering the way to “the domain of freedom” is immortal. 
Everything that will be done in the future by peoples who have already 
embarked or will embark upon radical revolutionary reform will be inextr- 
icably linked with the practice and fundamental achievements of the real 
socialism of today. 

What is extremely important—for all the peoples of the world, without 
exception—is to know the truth about existing socialism, about the grand 
exploits of the peoples who have built socialism. 
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Pyotr N. FEDOSEYEV 


THE PRESENT-DA Y SIGNIFICANCE 
OF LENIN'S LEGACY 


The social significance of philosophical ideas and the extent to which they 
influence historical development and the behaviour and consciousness of 
people depend directly on the extent to which they are consonant with the 
requirements of practice and are capable of constantly expanding the 
potentialities of knowledge. The insuperable strength of Lenin's ideas lies in 
their living bond with practice, in the steady development of the notions 
reflecting changing reality. The resolution of the CPSU Central Committee 
“On the 110th Anniversary of the Birth of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin” states: “The 
unfading significance of Leninism is that is profoundly and accurately enun- 
ciates the interests of the working class and all working people and the require- 
ments of world-wide social progress, makes it possible to work out the correct 
answers to pressing, vitally important questions of our time, to adopt a bold 
and creative approach to current problems, and gives a scientific unders- 
tanding of the prospects for social development. The extensive ideological 
legacy left by Lenin, the revolutionary critical spirit of his teachings, his consi- 
stency and firmness in safeguarding the fundamental principles of Marxism 
against all opportunistic distortions, and his entire life are an inexhaustible 
fount of revolutionary thought and revolutionary action for the present-day 
international Communist, working-class, and national liberation movement.” 

An important stage in the development of Marxist philosophy is associated 
with Lenin. The substance of that stage is that Lenin used philosophical 
concepts to answer the important questions facing mankind in the epoch of 
revolutionary transition from capitalism to socialism, an epoch that witnessed 
dramatic scientific development. The ability to direct philosophy towards 
understanding the deep-lying laws of social, scientific, and technological 
progress, towards generalising the latest achievements in science, the ability to 
use materialist dialectics broadly and flexibly to explain the dynamics of 
concrete historical processes, to find the ways and means of translating theore- 
tical discoveries into revolutionary practice, fidelity to the principles of 
Marxism, the creative development of Marxism, consistent commitment to 
Party principles, and an uncompromising stand in the ideological 
struggle—all this raised Leninism above all other philosophical schools of the 
20th century and explain the lasting vitality and topicality of Lenin's philoso- 
phical ideas. 
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Lenin always stressed that a correct theory could not be simply invented. It 
is deduced from life, brought into being by the conditions and experience of 
struggle, and reflects the objective processes of social development. That is 
why Lenin's outstanding role in developing Marxist teaching and the CPSU's 
contribution to the wealth of theoretical experience of the Communist and 
Workers’ parties spring from the objective circumstance that the world's first 
socialist revolution was accomplished in our country under the leadership of 
Lenin and the Party and a socialist society has been built, a society that has 
now achieved a high level of maturity. 

The range of Lenin's philosophical interests was unusually broad and diver- 
sified: it included, among other subjects, problems of social philosophy and 
the theory of cognition, methodological problems of specific sciences, and the 
problems of historical philosophy. He introduced into Marxist study new 
problems posed by social development, by progress in the natural sciences and 
technology, and creatively analysed everything of value produced by the deve- 
lopment of society, science, and culture after Marx. On that basis he enriched 
social thought with methodological conclusions that have been borne out in 
social practice, in the dramatic advances of modern science. 

It is not difficult to define the focal point of Lenin's interests, the group of 
problems to which he always attached paramount significance in dealing with 
philosophical methodology. These are problems of materialist dialectics. 

Lenin regarded dialectics chiefly as a scientific method of understanding the 
laws of the development of nature and of society’s progress. While giving his 
attention to questions of the dialectics of nature, he concentrated his philoso- 
phical interests on the dialectics of social processes, creatively applying the 
method and theoretical propositions of dialectical materialism when studying 
social reality. In his early polemical works, in which he attacked the subjecti- 
vistic sociological theories of the Populists, he brilliantly applied materialist 
dialectics to an analysis of social reality. On that basis he developed the 
Marxist proposition on social evolution as a natural, historical process. 
Further, he showed the untenability of vulgar-economic interpretations of 
social development which ignored non-economic factors of historical pro- 
gress, coarsened the actual picture, and squeezed this progress into the 
Procrustean bed of barren abstractions and schemes. 

To the notions that the historical process was automatic he counterposed an 
analysis of the dialectics of the objective and subjective in social development, 
a teaching on the significance of the subjective factor for society’s revolu- 
tionary transformation. He exposed fatalism as an ideology of adaptation to 
existing bourgeois relations and as a renunciation of revolutionary methods of 
struggle, and demonstrated that historical need was not a fatal inevitability, 
that it manifested itself at every historical moment in the struggle of different 
trends, in the form of the natural possibility to develop along this historically 
necessary road. However, development of a different kind could not be ruled 
out at gach given moment of history, particularly at crucial moments. The 
concrete course of history depends on class struggle. 

Applying the methodological principles of materialist dialectics, Lenin 
exhaustively studied the imperialist stage of capitalism. His scientific analysis 
of new social reality enabled him tq characterise imperialism not only as the 
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highest but also as the last stage of capitalism, the eve of the socialist revolu- 
tion; his study of the laws and contradictions of imperialism's development led 
him to conclude that the triumph of socialism was possible and inevitable 
initially in a few, or even One capitalist country, and this became the founda- 
tion of the theory of socialist revolution, which we rightly termed Leninism. 

Dialectics enabled Lenin to make an incomparably profound and unique 
philosophical analysis of the revolution that began in natural science at the 
close of the 19th and in early 20th century, a revolution that gave an impetus 
to the rapid development of scientific knowledge in our day. 

One of the cardinal results of his study of the revolution in natural science 
is the conclusion that scientific progress is governed by general dialectical 
laws, as a result of which the development of scientific knowledge is seen as 
unity between continuity and discontinuity, between successiveness and 
novelty. In the historical movement of knowledge we can quite distinctly 
identify stages of relatively slow, evolutionary accumulation of knowledge, 
generalisation of known notions, and periods of sudden revolutionary break- 
downs of established views and traditions. Lenin revealed the nature of the 
complex relationship between these two forms of development, owing to 
which evolution paves the way for, leads to and is consummated by revolu- 
tion, while the latter, in its turn, inaugurates a new, higher stage of the evolu- 
tionary accumulation of knowledge. 

Of fundamental philosophical and methodological significance is, in par- 
ticular, Lenin's conclusion that there is a cardinal distinction between mate- 
rialist dialectics and philosophical relativism, that there is a relationship 
between relative and absolute truth. This conclusion enables us to understand 
the laws and mechanism of the growth of scientific knowledge, especially in 
periods of radical, revolutionary destruction of the system of knowledge that 
had taken shape in one or another epoch. The need for a scientific solution to 
this problem was very great 70 years ago, because some philosophers and 
naturalists, referring to facts about the relativity of all natural science notions 
that came to light in the course of the scientific revolution, began to regard 
the relativity of knowledge as evidence of the subjectivism of scientific 
truths, denying the possibility to understand objective reality. 

Lenin's conclusion is pernaps even more topical today than at the turn of 
the century. The proponents of absolute relativism linked that relativism 
mainly to the incompleteness of scientific knowledge. Today, alongside this 
element, relativism is more and more frequently substantiated with the argu- 
ment that theoretical thought and its results depend on cultural and historical 
conditions. For instance, exponents of ‘‘post-positivist” theories propound the 
thesis that theories relating to one and the same field of knowledge but having 
diverse cultural-philosophical contexts are incommensurate. They contend 
that scientific revolutions constitute such profound upheavals in the views of 
scientists that it is senseless to speak of continuity between old and new 
theories. Although these concepts differ radically from single-plane evolu- 
tionary concepts of development, they none the less absolutise spasmodic 
explosions, qualitative conversions, and deny the internal unity and law- 
governed continuity of development. 

In our day absolute relativism has spread from natural science to political 
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science and is the epistemological foundation of the so-called pluralist 
concepts that have become popular in bourgeois ideology. Attempts are made 
to give pluralism out as the only philosophical principle and methodology 
conforming to the spirit of modern science. Besides, it acquires an increasingly 
pronounced anti-Marxist and anti-socialist orientation. 

Lenin's teaching remains a powerful instrument in the ideological battle 
with the “pluralist” trends of modern bourgeois philosophy. Through dialec- 
tico-materialist teaching on development Lenin showed that although scien- 
tific truths are only an approximate reflection of reality, the objectivity of our 
knowledge should not be confused with fullness of knowledge, and that not 
only exhaustive, consummate knowledge should be regarded as objective. He 
deepened and broadened the Marxist proposition that relative truth is also an 
objective truth and contains a grain of absolute truth. It differs from absolute 
truth only in that it is part of the latter, in other words, expresses its content 
in a limited, incomplete and one-sided way. 

In summing up his study of the dialectics of the relative and the absolute in 
the process of cognition, Lenin wrote: “Dialectics—as Hegel in his time 
explained—contains an element of relativism, of negation, of scepticism, but 
is not reducible to relativism. The materialist dialectics of Marx and Engels 
certainly does contain relativism, but is not reducible to relativism, that is, it 
recognises the relativity of all our knowledge, not in the sense of denying 
objective truth, but in the sense that the limits of approximation of our know- 
ledge to this truth are historically conditional.”! 

From this standpoint an absolute truth is the sum of relative truths, and 
because here we have to do with developing and qualitatively inexhaustible 
objects, the process of the formation of an absolute truth is never fully 
consummated. 

Similarly, Lenin’s definition of matter, an important element of scientific 
philosophy, allowed to expose the untenability of identifying matter as a 
philosophical category with concrete natural science notions about the struc- 
ture and properties of the material world around us. Yet another cornerstone 
was thus laid in the foundation of the materialist world outlook. 

Also, Lenin formulated another methodologically important thesis defining 
the dialectics of nature—that matter is inexhaustible, a thesis expressed in the 
following famous words: “The electron is as inexhaustible as the atom, nature 
is infinite’.2 The heuristic and methodological significance of this proposition 
is that it warns the researcher against the misconceived conclusions that it is 
possible to find the “ultimate elements” of matter and attain absolute, final 
knowledge of deep-lying properties and relationships, that it directs scientific 
knowledge towards unceasing quests for new phenomena and laws, and opens 
up boundless prospects for the further development of the theory and practice 
of scientific study. 

Dialectics that established the concrete-historical approach to social pheno- 
mena is itself in constant development. Philosophical views acquire a new 
form with every discovery that ushers in a new epoch in natural science, with 
every new era in the history of humanity. This applies fully to dialectics as 
well. Each epoch influences the range of its problems, accentuating them in 
their specific, historically conditioned form. Lenin strongly underscored this 
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aspect, insisting that the dialectical method should not be viewed as an immu- 
table canon. He not only applied the dialectico-materialist approach crea- 
tively to his analysis of the substance of the new epoch in world history, the 
epoch of the downfall of capitalism and the triumph of socialism, but also 
contributed signally to the elaboration of the theory of dialectics, its laws and 
categories. 

He developed dialectics not only as a teaching on knowledge or as logic, but 
also as a philosophical teaching on being. In particular, he made a compre- 
hensive study of the objective dialectics of the epoch of transition from capi- 
talism to socialism, identifying some new, essential elements expressing the 
substance of this epoch. While noting the fundamental philosophical and 
general methodological significance of the dialectics evolved by Marx on the 
example of bourgeois society, he also showed that the dialectics of bourgeois 
society was only a particular case of dialectics. The special, he said, should not 
be elevated to a general law, nor should social contradiction implicit in capi- 
talism be seen, in particular, as implicit in socialism, just as the special should 
not be regarded as something exceptional, as not expressing the general. 

As Marx and Engels, Lenin concentrated on problems of a fundamental, 
revolutionary transformation of the capitalist, antagonistic social system and 
of the transition to socialism. This transition is being accomplished in our 
epoch on a world-wide scale, and therefore the fundamental methodological 
principles of a theoretical and practical understanding of social reality, prin- 
ciples developed by the classics of Marxism-Leninism, retain their significance 
in the quest for the ways and means of transition from capitalism to socialism. 

However, modern social reality is characterised not only by the extended 
sphere of revolutionary struggle against capitalism, but also by the emergence 
of a fundamentally new social reality—the reality of completed socialism 
developing on its own foundation, and the gradual transition from developed 
socialism to the highest stage of the communist social formation. Of course, 
the central problem of this transition is that of a steady improvement of 
society's socialist organisation, of its social structures, and the steady transfor- 
mation of all aspects of socialism into new and higher forms of communist 
civilisation. 

The credit for formulating this new task of dialectics belongs entirely to 
Lenin. It was he who brought to light the cardinal feature of the dialectics of 
socialist society—antagonism disappears, but contradictions remain. He 
elaborated and all-sidedly substantiated the law of transition from antago- 
nistic to non-antagonistic contradictions, thereby giving the key to unders- 
tanding philosophically the dialectics of socialist society's development. 

The credit for elaborating the dialectics of the relationship between capi- 
talism and socialism in our epgch likewise belongs to Lenin. He noted the 
significance of international factors in the working-class struggle for socialism 
and the impact of the international situation on the actual progress of socialist 
construction, and substantiated the scientific principles of the foreign policy of 
the socialist state. Upon these principles the Soviet Union and all other 
countries of the socialist community build their relations with capitalist 
countries. 

Lenin took into account the contradictions between the two opposing social 


50 


systems, the inevitability in world politics of “areas of tension” linked to the 
manifestation of the antagonism between labour and capital in international 
relations. At the same time, he foresaw that despite the unremitting global 
class struggle, the contradictions between the two social systems can be 
resolved without military confrontation. His analysis of the dialectics of the 
national and international factors of the class struggle led him to conclude that 
peaceful coexistence was possible between countries with different social 
systems. This principle of international relations most fully conforms to the 
interests of the revolutionary process. 

Lenin made an inestimable contributión to the Marxist philosophical teach- 
ing. Abiding by the behests of Marx and Engels, he developed philosophy as 
an active social and intellectual force. His philosophical ideas are, as they 
have been, of immense significance for the development of the revolutionary 
movement, for the struggle for peace, democracy, and socialism. 

As the Marxism of the modern epoch, Leninism remains the theoretical 
foundation of the CPSU's political work. For that reason the efforts to 
safeguard Lenin's legacy against attempts to belittle its significance and role 
and to-distort its content have been and continue to be the key task of our 
Party. In continuing the Leninist tradition of a creative approach to theory 
and of enriching Marxism-Leninism with new propositions and conclusions 
the CPSU and other fraternal parties strive to ensure continuity in the deve- 
lopment of revolutionary thought and wage a determined struggle against 
anti-Leninist theoretical and political trends. 

Constant reference to Lenin’s philosophical legacy, the study of Lenin's 
creative method, of his approach to problems and of his style of research help 
Communists to carry out the practical tasks of the struggle for socialism and 
the building of a new society. 
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Vadim V. ZAGLADIN 


HISTORIC MISSION OF THE WORKING CLASS 


For 130-odd years now Marxism has been the focal point of the ideological 
struggle of the forces of democracy and progress against the forces of reaction 
and regress. Yet, this struggle has never been as encompassing and profound 
as in our times. 

Furthermore, today, as in the days of the appearance of the Manifesto of the 
Communist Party, the mission being fulfilled by the working class in history 
has been and still is the most acute and vexed question. This is not surprising 
as the problem, in the final analysis, is the principal socio-political issue of the: 
current epoch, whose solution is of crutial importance for the future of 
mankind. 

The determining trait of most of the non-Marxist, and especially anti- 
Marxist, trends within the working class movement in the post-Manifesto 
period is that in substance, if not in form, they, like the bourgeois ideologists, 
have continuously rejected the conclusion made by Marx on the historic 
mission of the working class. They have denied and keep denying the proleta- 
riat's role in the development of society. 

The present-day ultra-Leftists have, notably, progressed little since Bakunin 
and his associates. The only, and substantial, difference is a pretty good lesson 

that the former were given by history that showed up their true value. The 
“cultural revolution” in China, launched by Maoist leadership in the style of 
ultra-Leftists and passed off as the “most democratic movement of the 
masses” culminated in a complete disparagement and oppression of the 
working class and a further departure of the Chinese leaders from the prin- 
ciples of proletarian and scientific socialism. The “Red Brigades” in Italy, like 
their counterparts in the FRG and other countries, who act under the guise of 
the red proletarian banner proclaiming, at times, ultra-revolutionary slogans, 
do their uppermost to inhibit the effective struggle of the working class for 
democracy and socialism. In terms of political action they are anti- and 
lumpen-proletarian forces even though they find some supporters among 
young workers. Today it has become obvious, as never before, that going to 
the left you are bound to come to the right. 

Just like the Leftists in the working class movement the right-wing oppor- 
tunists support in theory the historic mission of the working class. In practice, 
however, they totally reject it. 
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Don't we see such rejection on the part of the early followers of Bernstein 
who refused to accept socialism as an objective of the working class move- 
ment? Or is it not the same rejection on the part of his contemporary followers 
of the type of Jean Elleinstein in France who reduce the struggle for socialism 
to reforms which add nothing more than a slight tint to capitalism, or to such 
“radical” transformations as altered relations between men and women, supe- 
riors and subordinates or competent and noncompetent people? 

The right-wing trends in the working class movement and their ideas have 
also been put to the long test by history that has shown up inability of the 
working class to fulfill its historic mission when it falls under leadership of the 
right-wing opportunists. In various countries Bernstein's followers were in 
power for tens of years. Sometimes they did effect certain measures to improve 
the material condition of workers. As for socialism they were as far away from . 
it as before. 

The attempts to disapprove Marx's and Lenin's conclusion on the historic 
mission of the working class have suffered failure in the past and at present as 
this conclusion reflects the laws of the historical process. 

The basic contradiction of capitalist society is known to be that between 
labour and capital, e. g. between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. The 
conflict of antitheses inside this contradiction determines finally the destiny of 
capitalism and serves as a prime mover of all progress after the advent of capi- 
talism and up to the time of its collapse. 

The reactionary and conservative party to the basic contradiction is the 
bourgeoisie, a parasitic class possessing the principal means of production and 
living at the expense of millions of workingmen. The supremacy of the bour- 
geoisie and of private ownership are precisely the chief objective obstacles in 
the way of the social progress. 

Labour, e. g. the proletariat, by contrast, is the revolutionary and leading 
party to the given contradiction. It acts as such due to its position of the main 
productive force of society and the principal bearer of the tendency towards 
socialisation of production which is the major material basis of the inevitable 
arrival of socialism.’ It is precisely this objectively-caused, leading and 
revolutionary position of labour in the contradiction between labour and 
capital that underlies Marx's conclusion on the historic mission of the working 
class 

Earlier this conclusion was denied by the bourgeois ideologists directly and 
unconditionally. Today when Marxism-Leninism has grown into mighty 
power the state of affairs is somewhat different. Today even some bourgeois 
scholars are prepared to accept the “relative verity” of its conclusions relating 
to the past, to the 19th century. As applied to the present, these conclusions 
are said to be totally wrong and antiquated. To prove this assertion it is alleged 
that present-day capital is not only the bourgeoisie, as shares can be held by 
petty bourgeoisie, by part of employees and even of workers. Labour, it is 
argued, no longer means only the working class because most members of 
society at present have become hired workingmen. 

It would be absurd, of course, to insist that relations between labour and 
capital today have the same “classic” forms that were described by Engels in 
The Conditions of the Working Class in England. Notwithstanding the 
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changed form of these relations their substance remains the same however 

It has been recognised universally including liberal bourgeois scholars, that 
the flagrant social inequality in capitalist society has become deeper over the 
past few decades From 75 to 80 per cent of the national wealth in the 
advanced capitalist countries at present belong to a mere 5 7 per cent of their 
total population This state of affairs has a fundamental character reflecting in 
effect the principal tendency of the social development of capitalist society as 
was disclosed by Marx in the Manifesto of the Communist Party 

Now let us take the argument that the working people are not only the 
workcrs nowadays It 1s indisputable that hired labour at present accounts for 
70 90 per cent of the population in the capitalist countries The basic feature 
of the social development of modern capitalist society in the opinion of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union ıs the evolution of the working class in 
these countries into an absolute majority of the gainfully employed popula 
tion According to the estimates of the Institute of International Working 
Class Movement the USSR Academy of Sciences, the share of the working 
class in the gainfully employed population in the US A went up from 72 3 
per cent in 1950 to 77 per cent in the early 70s in the FRG—from 63 8 to 
74 8 per cent, in England—from 79 4 to 79 6, in France from 58 6 to 68, 
in Italy from 53 4 to 66 and in Japan—from 36 4 to 61 per cent, respec 
tively 

The above two social changes, e g the ever growing social differentiation 
of society on the one hand and the evolution of the prolctariat into the 
majority of this socicty on the other, make up the basic indication of the 
prevailing tendency of social development confirming once again the conclu 
sion on the historic mission of the working class 

Now let us look at the argument casting doubt, today, on the correctness of 
Marx s and Lenin s conclusion on the historic mission of the working class, 
because at present all other strata of society are also subjected to and fight 
against the exploitation of the monopolies. 

Considering this question it ıs important to teke into account that the 
contradiction between the monopolies and the society they oppress that has 
developed at the imperialism stage 1s not commensurate with the basic social 
contradiction of capitalism despite the close link between them 

The basic social contradiction of capitalism (labour—capital) involves and 
counterposes only two major classes of capitalist society, e g the bourgeoisie 
and the proletariat 

In the case of the contradiction between the monopolies and the people part 
of the bourgeoisie (not all as in the first case) confronts the rest of a given 
nation, including in addition to the working class and the various groups of 
hired workingmen part of the property owners and of the exploiting classes. 

One of the problems that gives rise to much controversy relates to the stages 
of transition to socialism Are there two stages—democratic and antimo 
nopoly and then socialist or ıs there one stage that solves the problems of 
democracy and socialism? Always specific historically the answer to this ques 
tion 1s not simple depending primarily on the situation obtaining in a given 
country It should in any case be remembered that the two kinds of contradic 
tions drawing social forces, different in nature, into struggle give nse to diffe 
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rent fighting coalitions and, first and foremost, presuppose different results of 
their struggle. 

Thus, whereas contradiction between labour and capital is solved through 
a socialist revolution, the contradiction between the monopolies and the 
working people presupposes democratic transformations, e. g. the elimination 
of the monopoly ownership, its conversion into the state ownership, and, at the 
same time, the establishment of such structure of power that blocks the entry 
of monopoly capital into the government. 

To grasp the full difference between the first and the second contradictions 
and between the first and the second major stages of social transformations we 
have to add the following: a socialist revolution, e. g. the final settlement of 
the contradiction between labour and capital, destroys inevitably the supr- 
emacy of private ownership, establishing in its place public ownership of the 
means of production and exchange. The contradiction between the mono- 
polies and the people, however, is solved through democratic and antimo- 
nopoly transformations when the property owned by the monopolies is taken 
over by the state—not socialist yet but democratic—with a probable involve- 
ment of non-monopoly private capital in the government. 

It would be recalled that while embracing a substantial part of national 
production, the property of the monopolies accounts for a small portion of the 
existent enterprises. With antimonopoly transformations completed, most of 
the enterprises remain in the hands of their owners—the middle and petty 
capitalists. This is expected to largely determine the character of society to be 
shaped after eliminating the monopolies. 

The small and middle private enterprises are especially burdensome for the 
working class, as they are known to have the worst exploitation and working 
conditions: It cannot be ruled out, therefore, that after eliminating the mono- 
polies the class struggle at such enterprises will take extreme forms. The public 
sector of a pre-socialist state will also preserve, to a certain extent, the exploi- 
tation of a capitalist type and thus remain in the sphere of an intensive class 
struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. 

AS was noted above, the various revolutionary forces, the Communist 
parties among them, decide in their own way on the revolutionary process in 
their own countries—whether there must be two stages or one stage of a 
continuous advance with a revolutionary leap to a new quality at a certain 
moment in history. Irrespective of the manner of the revolutionary process, 
however, it is most important to make a right assessment of the developments 
and of their class nature at a given moment. 

Indeed, if antimonopoly transformations were taken for a socialist change- 
over, the struggle for a true socialism, e. g. a society without private ownership 
and exploitation, a society of social justice, would suffer great damage and the 
very ideals of socialism would be disparaged and emasculated. On the other 
hand, if some revolutionary force limited itself, at a certain moment of the 
mounting socialist take-over, to mere calls for partial democratic reforms, it 
would miss an opportunity to effect a qualitative leap in society’s progress 
and, thus, would delay the arrival of a socialist revolution. 

It follows from the above that the involvement of a majority of the popula- 
tion of the capitalist countries in the current struggle against the monopolies 
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neither cancels nor undermines the thesis on the historic mission of the 
working class, a principal force and the vanguard of such struggle. It must be 
emphasised that such striving cannot be a success at present without the 
working class being its vanguard. 

It is agrued sometimes that since the struggle against the monopolies 
involves various social and political forces there must be equality of these 
forces. Is it right then to talk about some vanguard or leading force? 

It stands to reason that within the framework of a political coalition the 
parties involved in it are independent and equal, and there are no 
commanding forces, perhaps, in such a coalition. The commanding force is 
one thing, however, and the vanguard is another. The role of the vanguard is 
played by a force that, by dint of its nature, can objectively go farther, in terms 
of social development, and do more than the other forces involved in the 
struggle. On the other hand, it is also a group of fighters who are more 
advanced ideologically, more initiative politically than the other parties, and 
offer a programme of action for the whole coalition. Practice has repeatedly 
demonstrated that such a vanguard force is the working class and its revolu- 
tionary political party. 

Whereas in terms of its social position the working class is always the leader 
objectively, e. g. due to its nature, ideologically and politically the outcome of 
its action depends on subjective elements—on the initiative and activeness of 
the workers and, first and foremost, of the communists. History furnishes 
numerous examples of how some political party comes to the forefront at a 
certain stage of its struggle only to lose the vanguard position because of its 
wrong political line or slogans that have failed to stimulate the forward move- 
ment, or have delayed or led it astray. All this is but fresh evidence of the 
importance of a class-consistent policy. 

It is only natural that the time needed by the working class to fulfil its 
historic mission, e. g. to destroy the old bourgeois society and create a new 
socialist society in its place is a relatively long process ambracing practically 
the entire history of the working class movement, from its very inception up 
to the creation of a communist society, to the abolishing of the classes as such. 
During this process the concrete content of the revolutionary action of the 
working class, when it resolves its own objectives, constantly enriches, 
whereas the forms of fulfilling its historic mission alter and improve. 

At the initial stages of the movement, when the working class became a 
“class for itself”, its struggle was confined principally to the following: 

— a continuous fighting against the exploitation by capital, and for a better 
material position of the workers; 

— a continuous and ever more active movement for democracy and its 
expansion; 

— a mounting and an ever more marked support for the demand to elimi- 
nate national exploitation in all its forms; 

— a growing movement against aggressive wars and imperialist foreign 
policy, and in support of a new, democratic foreign policy and peace. 

It is only natural that on emergence of the first socialist state and then of a 
group of such states the content of the struggle of the international working 
class to fulfil its historic mission has expanded and enriched itself. A most 
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important element of this struggle is the practical building of a new society. 

Overcoming the resistance of the entire imperialist world the working class 
began with the victory of the revolution and socialism in one country—Soviet 
Russia—to bring, later, such victories to other countries having various levels 
of development, traditions and features. 

Of course, the victory of the revolution is only the first step, the first stage 
in the establishment of a new social set up. The working class would betray 
its historic mission if taking some nation towards socialism it refused to defend 
the socialist gains, or if because of some chance circumstances, or, say, in 
support of some abstract, non-existent super-class democracy it agreed to 
return to the bourgeoisie the power that had been won in a long independent 
struggle waged by the proletariat. 

Socialism is such an important achievement on the way towards social 
progress that any sort of departure from it or of refusal to defend it, whatever 
motives behind this, would not be accepted by the revolutionaries. 

Connected with this is another question, namely, the defence of existing 
socialism by the revolutionaries and workers of the countries where socialism 
has not become a reality as yet. It gives rise, as is known, to much discussion 
in the working class movement at present. Opinions are voiced sometimes that 
now that world socialism has gained mighty power, other groups in the 
working class movement are not “obliged” to give support to it. Leaving 
untouched the motives behind such positions which need, perhaps, to be 
analysed in each individual case, we want to say the following. 

No party or organisation can be “obliged” to render support to the socialist 
countries. If, however, some group in this movement stnves to replace capi- 
talism by socialism it cannot but come in support of socialism, built or under 
construction, in other countries with the aim of strengthening its position in 
the world—-this irrespective of the kind of struggle chosen towards this goal 
and the kind of socialism it wants to have in its own country. The positions 
of any group in the working class movement—whatever country it acts 
in—become reinforced ultimately through strengthening existing socialism, 
and vice versa. It is not a matter of sympathy or antipathy, of identity or diffe- 
rence of opinions. It is a question of class reality and of alignment of forces. 
It reveals whether there is willingness of a given group to reinforce the position 
of the fighters for world socialism. 

By this we do not mean to belittle the importance of the working class move- 
ment in the capitalist world or of its action. The socialist nations rate highly 
the activities of their comrades-in-class in the world of capital, of their asso- 
ciates and allies in the fight for the common objectives. The struggle of the 
working class in the developed capitalist countries, and the growing working 
class movement in the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin America are of 
great historic importance, as they make a vast contribution to the world's 
current development. The alignment of forces between the working class and 
capital in any part of the non-capitalist world does not exist independently. It 
is closely linked to the existence of and the role played by the world socialist 
system. 

The workers of the capitalist countries would suffer a hard plight if world 
capitalism were not opposed by world socialism, as in this case the bourgeoi- 
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sie would act as they please. The communists and the democrats would be the 
first to experience all might of the imperialist war machine, the police and 
the administration, which would mean a delay of the development of the 
world revolutionary process. 

That is why the care tor reinforcement of world socialism cannot be but 
shared by all other constituent groups of the working class movement. Herein 
lies, in particular, one of the major tasks of the working class movement 
striving to fulfil its historic mission throughout the world. 

Furthermore, the emergence of world socialism, its consolidation and 
turning into a group of states have brought about drastic changes for the 
working class of the capitalist countries in its struggle against capitalist exploi- 
tation, for democracy and national independence. The struggle along all of 
these lines has scored remarkable successes. 

Special mention should be made in this connection of the dramatic hands 
in the striving of the international working class against the threat of war. 

The question of war and peace is widely known to have a close link with the 
striving for democracy and socialism. 

With the sophisticated weaponry stockpiled in amounts that are enough to 
destroy many times the life on earth the fight against war is not merely a 
component of the struggle for socialism. It is rather an indispensable prere- 
quisite for success in this struggle because a nuclear war, if unleashed, would 
throw the entire humanity far backward. 

Thus, on one side, imperialism, due to its nature, steps up the threat of war 
and the arms race, building up ever new means of destruction. On the other 
side, the working class movement, due to its nature, gathers forces to oppose 
the policy of imperialism and the arms race, to reduce and then to eliminate 
the threat of war. 

The conflict over the question of war and peace has come to be one of the 
major manifestations of the basic social contradictions between labour and 
capital. 

The very existence of world socialism, its ever growing strength, policy of 
peace, the vigorous actions of the working class movement, the leading role of 
the Communist parties—these are the main factors contributing to detente. 

The progress achieved today vy the working class movement, fighting to 
fulfil its historic mission, has again proved the rightness of the conclusion 
made by Marx and Engels—by liberating itself the working class liberates the 
entire humanity. 

The struggle of the working class consummates a long history of fighting ot 
the masses for the elimination of the exploiting orders, of the supremacy of 
private ownership and of the alienation of man—a long history of fighting for 
man's complete emancipation. The working class has become such a force 
only because it has proved to be a class of a totally new character. 

On gaining power the working class—a class exploited under capitalism 
and fighting for its own liberation—does not seek to perpetuate its dominance 
and turn into an exploiter. The ideals of the proletariat, immediately from 
their inception, provided for objectives that far exceeded the boundaries of the 
working class movement. The interests of the working class—the elimination 
of the supremacy of private ownership being the foremost—reflect the basic 
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interest of the majority of the workingmen and o: the other exploited classes. 
The ideal of the working class is the creation of a classless society with each 
member enjoying the right to a comprehensive development as a personality. 
It is an ideal, common to all mankind, whose realisation underlies the 
meaning of world social progress. 

It stands to reason that at the early stages of the development of the working 
class there was just an objective coincidence of the class interests of the prole- 
tariat and of the interests common to all mankind. 

In the process of growth of the working class and its opportunities, on the 
one hand, and the proletarianization of entire society, when most of its 
members turn into hired workingmen, on the other, the class interests of the 
proletariat and of other sections of the population came to coincide to an 
increasingly greater extent. The essence of the proletarian class interests, 
common to all mankind, could reveal themselves, accordingly, to an ever 
wider extent. 

It would be noted that certain forces in the working class movement are 
guided primarily by the interests that are common to all mankind or a given 
nation. In practice they deem it necessary to seck cooperation between the 
proletariat and the bourgevisie, e. g. between the exploited and the exploiters. 
This approach, of course, is totally erroneous. 

Practice has shown, the more successful the struggle of the working class for 
its own interests, the more successfully it expresses the interests of all human- 
ity. The victory of the working class as a class, e. g. the elimination of the capi- 
talist system as such, is, finally, the best guarantee of the solution of the prob- 
lems common to all humanity. 

This is obvious from the experience of the socialist countnes where the 
victory of the working class, the control of power by the working class and its 
allies have ensured also a successful solution of the questions that are common 
both to mankind and each nation. 

In the Soviet Union the working class has embarked on a policy of erazing 
the class distinctions and of building a socially homogeneous society which is 
to be a prologue to the disappearance of the classes in the future. 

As the most persistent and decisive force fighting against imperialist wars 
and the threat of nuclear war the international working class movement 
consistently defends the interests and future of all mankind. 

The working class started an independent class struggle in the early 19th 
century. Over the past 150 years of an active striving for is everyday and 
future objectives the working class has advanced far ahead paving the way for 
the progress of all mankind. 

Economic progress has been achieved to a great extent thanks to the efforts 
of the working class producing at present three quartets of the world social 
product. 

The working class is largely responsible also for the socio-political progress. 
It has created the world socialist system, brought about substantial social 
changes in the capitalist countries and won. due to its severe fighting against 
the bourgeoisie. democratic nghts and freedoms. 

The cultural and ideological advancement of mankind over this period has 
also been ensured by the working class movement. The ideals of socialism 
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have become the leading ideals of humanity thanks to the conscious and 
persistent striving of the working class to put into life its socialist ideals, and 
thanks to the example it set to the nations. 

To sum up, the striving of the working class for its historic objectives has 
been leading mankind all this time to advanced stages of social development. 
There can be no doubt that its new successes in this great cause will finalize 
the transition of mankind from capitalism to socialism and open up a new, 
communist page in the history of our planet. 
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LENIN'S CONCEPTION OF THE WORLD 
REVOLUTIONARY PROCESS 


Lenin constantly stressed that “the combination of revolutionary theory and 
revolutionary policy”! was one of the main factors if the activity of the 
Marxists was to be successful. Moreover, he insisted on the observance of 
Marxism’s key methodological principle, the principle of historical approach, 
i. e., “the most precise, capable of being objectively checked, consideration of 
the correlation of classes and the concrete peculiarities of each historical 
moment.” Such an approach, according to Lenin, “is absolutely essential for 
giving a scientific foundation to policy.”? Hence the importance of correct 
definition of the principal stages in the development of the world revolu- 
tionary process, the international working-class movement and the history of 
the class struggle of the working people. 

Lenin examined these questions not speculatively, abstractedly or theoret- 
ically, but from the point of view of their use in elaborating the policy of the 
working-class and liberation movements. Lenin's theoretical analysis was and 
is instrumental in choosing the direction of the proletariat's main attack and 
therefore in determining the tasks of all progressive, revolutionary movements 
with due regard for the correlation ot class torces in the world in each specitic 
historical period. “Only on that basis,” emphasized Lenin, “i. e., by taking 
into account, in the first place, the fundamental distinctive features of vanous 
‘epochs’... can we correctly evolve our tactics.” 

An all-round generalization of the experience of class struggle helps to 
elucidate its present and future trends. That is why Lenin often turned to the 
history of the revolutionary movement and studied its lessons in order to verify 
the correctness of the strategy and policy Of the proletarian organizations of 
his time. 

The main features permitting to differentiate between one historical epoch 
and another are establishing the main social development trend and revealing 
the principal class force of a given epoch. As to the world socialist revolution, 
its maturing and pace of development, its motive and chief forces, a meth- 
odological guide here is the teaching on the world-wide historic mission of the 
working class which Lenin considered to be fundamental conclusions of the 
founders of scientific communism. Lenin theoretically developed the thesis 
about the working class being “capable of fulfilling the gigantic task that 
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confronts it”, the task of destroying a class society owing to “the material 
conditions of large-scale capitalist production” and, above all, “because it is 
the strongest and most advanced class in civilised societies’* and also because 
it “expresses economically and politically the real interests of the over- 
whelming majority of the working people under capitalism.”5 Lenin consider- 
ed assertions that not the proletariat but “all working people are equally ca- 
pable of doing this work” to be illusions typical of non-proletarian socialism.* 

In revealing the leading trends of socio-political and class development, 
Lenin did not associate the victory of the world socialist revolution with 
“purely” proletarian struggle. He visualised such a revolution as the expan- 
sion of various streams involved in the world revolutionary process that were 
stimulated by the struggle of the international working class. ‘Whoever 
expects a ‘pure’ social revolution,” Lenin said, ‘will never live to see it. Such 
a person pays lipservice to revolution without understanding what revolution 
is.”7 Socialist revolution “cannot be anything other than an outburst of mass 
struggle on the part of all and sundry oppressed and discontented elements,” 
it is inconceivable “without revolts by small nations in the colonies and in 
Europe, without revolutionary outbursts by a section of the petty bourgeoisie 
with all its prejudices.”* Therefore the victory of socialism “will by no means 
‘purge’ itself of petty-bourgeois slag.”? 

Lenin's theoretical and methodological principles of studying the world 
revolutionary process acquire particular importance in these years when world 
- developments have dramatically brought to the foreground of the ideological 
and political struggle the question of the motive forces of social progress and 
primarily of the role of the international working class. The sharpening of the 
class battles on a global scale, and the mounting antagonisms between the 
forces of imperialism and socialism on the one hand and between the 
monopoly capitalists and the broad masses on the other at the present stage 
of the general crisis of capitalism have everywhere increased interest in the 
question of which class is the central force of the current epoch, determining 
its main content and the main direction of its development. This is a cardinal 
social problem whose scientific comprehension arms the Marxists with a 
clear understanding of the strategic and tactical tasks of the world revolu- 
tionary process in the present epoch. 

The conception of the world revolutionary process elaborated by Lenin is 
generalised in the most concise form in his system of dividing into periods the 
main epochs of world history of modern and recent time as well as eventful 
periods in the development of the international revolutionary liberation move- 
ment. While studying Lenin's system, it is important to remember what prin- 
ciples underlie it. In his methodology Lenin proceeds from the thesis that in 
scientific investigation chronology is relatively conventional. Speaking about 
the division into historical periods, Lenin stated: “Here, of course, as every- 
where in Nature and society, the lines of division are conventional and va- 
riable, relative, not absolute. We take the most outstanding and striking his- 
torical events only approximately, as milestones in important historical 
movements”. 10 

Historywise, the division of epochs and periods largely depends on the 
object of investigation and is therefore made on the basis of different reasons 
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and criteria (socio-economic, class, political, ideological, etc). In Lenin's 
works one finds different chronology of revolutionary epochs and periods 
of modern and recent history. It all depends on the genesis of what particular 
historic event Lenin was tracing. However, were it the chronology of the 
history of capitalism, or of the history of Marxism, or the history of natio- 
nal and colonial revolutions, Lenin, as a strategist of the proletarian revo- 
lution, was always concerned with the elucidation of the question about the 
rise development of the working class, the merging of its national con- 
tingents into a single international movement and the gradual growth 
of this movement into the main factor of the world revolutionary process. 

Lenin plainly formulates this tenet: “The chief thing in the doctrine of Marx 
is that it brings out the historic role of the proletariat as the builder of socialist 
society. Has the course of events all over the world confirmed this doctrine 
since it was expounded by Marx?"!1 In this connection Lenin examined the 
world revolutionary process at its different development stages and, above all, 
from the standpoint of the world proletariat's growing influence on the course 
of world history. He considered this process as the objective basis of the 
growth and cohesion of all revolutionary forces, specifying the following 
major milestones along this road. 

1. The epoch from the Great French Revolution to the Franco-Prussian War 
or to the Paris Commune (1871) which “completed the development of 
bourgeois changes.” 1? This was, using Lenin’s definition, “an epoch... of the 
rise of the bourgeoisie, of its triumph, of the bourgeoisie on the upgrade, an 
epoch of bourgeois-democratic movements in general and of bourgeois- 
national movements in particular, an epoch of the rapid breakdown of the 
obsolete feudal-absolutist institutions.”**3 

As early as the period of premonopoly capitalism, when the bourgeoisie as 
a class was still relatively progressive, capitalist society, according to the foun- 
ders of scientific communism, was “more and more splitting up into two great 
hostile camps, into two great classes directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie 
and Proletariat.” 14 

In the historic period under review the socio-political importance of the 
working-class struggle was noticeably growing. This was demonstrated con- 
vincingly enough by the first independent battles of the proletarians, such as 
the revolts of the Lyons weavers in 1831 and 1834, the Chartist movement and 
the first big working-class strikes in England, the participation of workers in 
the revolutions of 1848 and, in particular, the June rising of the Paris proleta- 
riat which, according to Lenin, was the first great civil war between the prole- 
tariat and the bourgeoisie.1% Moreover, as Lenin wrote, “The shooting of the 
workers by the republican bourgeoisie in Paris in the June days of 1848 finally 
revealed that the proletariat alone was socialist by nature.”16 On the whole 
the period before 1848, defined by Lenin as the first big stage in the develop- 
ment of the international workers’ movement, was marked by the emergence 
of socialist ideas and the rudiments of class struggle.” 

The new historical period which followed the 1848 revolutions in Europe 
was a turning point in the development of the revolutionary struggle of the 
world proletariat. Lenin wrote that this period “ended with the complete 
victory of Marxism, the collapse (especially after the Revolution of 1848) of 
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pre-Marxian forms of socialism, and the separation of the working class from 
petty-bourgeois democracy and its entry upon an independent historical 
path.”18 

The colossal ideological, theoretical, organisational and political work of 
Marx and Engels, the teachers and leaders of the world proletariat, led at the 
end of the period of bourgeois democratic revolutions to the establishment of 
the First International (1864-72) which “laid the foundation of an interna- 
tional organisation of the workers for the preparation of their revolutionary 
attack on capital,... the foundation of the proletarian, international struggle 
for socialism.””1? 

The realization by the working-class vaguard of the task of overthrowing 
capital and rebuilding the world on socialist principles as the common 
international task of the world proletariat brought up the question of its atti- 
tude towards other classes and social groups. Marx and Engels who united the 
first group of proletarian revolutionaries oriented the working class towards 
an alliance with the broad democratic forces, particularly the peasants. If such 
a policy is successful, wrote Marx, “the proletarian revolution will obtain 
that chorus without which its solo sung becomes a swan song in all peasant 
countries.*'20 

As the proletariat developed from “a class in itself’ into “a class for itself” 
and as its revolutionary consciousness grew, the bourgeoisie was gradually 
losing its hegemony in bourgeois-democratic reforms, aligning itself with the 
reactionary and feudal elements and becoming ever more an impediment of 
social progress. The class battles of the proletariat had a constantly growing 
impact on the course of European and world history. 

2. The next historical epoch covers the period from the 1870's to the 
October 1917 Socialist Revolution in Russia. 

Characteristic of this epoch was the development of laissez-faire capitalism 
into monopoly capitalism. New trends in world economy such as the mush- 
rooming of joint-stock companies and trusts, the increasing influence of the 
stock exchange and banks both in industry and in the export of capital, the 
rivalry for spheres of influence, and the partition of the colonies were accom- 
panied by intensified reaction along all lines in both domestic and foreign 
policy of the capitalists. 

This period of world history opened with the heroic revolt of the French 
proletariat which established its power in the very heart of Europe. The Paris 
Commune of 1871 not only showed that the antagonism between the proleta- 
riat and the capitalists had become a major social contradiction, but proved 
to the whole world that the working class was capable of taking power into its 
own hands and governing society. “The Commune,” Lenin wrote, “taught the 
European proletariat to pase concretely the tasks of the socialist revolu- 
tion.”21 

The Commune was the world's first experiment of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. The working class showed itself as a political force capable of not 
only solving specific class problems, but also of carrying out general demo- 
cratic and national tasks. In other words, it became a class which by its 
example carried with it the broader strata of the nation and was practically 
implementing the task of leading the democratic opposition to the capitalist 
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regime, a task which had been posed theoretically at the previous stage of the 
struggle. 

In summing up the results of the progressive development of the interna- 
tional working-class movement in that epoch, Lenin pointed out that it was a 
period of**...the formation, growth and maturing of mass socialist parties with 
a proletarian class composition. This period is characterised by the 
tremendous spread of socialism, the unprecedented growth of all kinds of 
organisations of the proletariat, and the all-round preparation of the proleta- 
riat in the most varied fields for the fulfilment of its great historic mission.”'22 

At the same time, as Lenin further said, the growth of the proletarian move- 
ment “in breadth” had brought about “a temporary drop in the revolutionary 
level. "23 

The working-class struggle in the principal capitalist countries was also 
weakened because for a number of objective reasons it was isolated at that 
time from the national-liberation movements of peoples oppressed by impe- 
rialism. The proletariat, called upon to secure the victory of socialism 
throughout the world, was only becoming the vanguard of the progressive 
forces within the framework of individual countries of capitalist Europe. 
Whereas after the defeat of the Paris Commune “the West entered a phase 
of ‘peaceful’ preparations for the changes to come... the East had not yet 
matured...” for bourgeois revolutions.?4 

At that time individual contingents and streams of the world revolutionary 
process often developed in parallels, exploring spontaneously ways of mutual 
support and assistance which only later resulted in more conscious manifesta- 
tions and acquired cicar-cut organisational forms. It is clear that the absence 
in that period of effective interaction of different progressive anti-imperialist 
forces which were active in various regions of the world told on the intensity 
of their attack on imperialism. 

The overall development of the world revolutionary movement, in the first 
place the processes in the mass working-class and social-democratic move- 
ments that began with the Paris Commune, teok a new direction with the 1905 
revolution in Russia which had become the center of the world proletarian 
movement as a result of the uneven economic and political development of 
capitalist countries in the era of imperialism. In summing up the importance 
of events of that time and, in particular, the significance of mass actions which 
sharply intensified everywhere, Lenin wrote: “The revolutionary movement in 
various European and Asian countries has latterly made itself felt so weightily 
that we see before us the fairly clear outlines of a new and incomparably 
higher stage in the international proletarian struggle.” ?5 

The Russian revolution of 1905-07 had a great international impact. It 
proved that the working class influence was much greater than could be 
expected if the proportion of the total population it represented was consi- 
dered. The Russian proletariat was the predominant power in that general 
democratic revolution. And the fact that the working class was the leading 
revolutionary force in the struggle of the broad sections of the people against 
tsarism, for social emancipation and abolition of national oppression could 
not but affect the course of the movement itself as well as its forms. 

As regards the political and ideological struggle, the greater role which the 
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working class began to play brought to the fore and made more urgent the 
question about the proletariat’s allies and increasing influence of socialist 
ideals on the broad strata of the working people, including non-proletarians. 
In favouring a closer alliance between the working class and all exploited and 
oppressed people in town and country, Lenin warned, on the one hand, 
against neglect of the ultimate goals of the proletariat, and, on the other, 
against sectarian disregard of the general democratic demands and aspirations 
of its allies. 

Lenin attached great importance to ensuring correct relations and interac- 
tion of the proletariat with working intellectuals, progressive students and 
other forces fighting for social progress. It is very important that Lenin's inst- 
ructions on these questions should be borne in mind today when the working- 
class movement in many capitalist countries faces a vital task of correctly 
coordinating the class struggle of the proletariat with the growing general 
democratic movemeni. Lenin condemned attempts to artificially juxtapose 
“purely workers’ ” everyday demands and the tasks of political, including 
general democratic, struggle, the tasks of progressive culture, education of the 
masses, etc. While pointing to the necessity of steadily defending the class inte- 
rests of the proletariat, he warned about the danger presented by the trends, 
alien to scientific socialism, aimed at driving a wedge between the working 
class and the progressive intellectuals. 

Leninism maintains that the comprehensive development of effective 
alliance of the class which is a predominant power with the peasantry, the 
middle strata in the towns, the working intellectuals and all oppressed peoples 
is necessary if the preparation of the proletariat for the future decisive battles 
for socialism is to be successful. 

The 1905 revolution immeasurably enriched the international workers’ 
movement. It was the first truly popular revolution in the era of imperialism 
in the course of which the influence of the proletariat and the forms ot struggle 
characteristic of it were manifested as never before. It was a revolution whose 
experience was thoroughly theoretically elucidated and generalized in Lenin's 
immortal works. 

Under the iafluence of the Russian revolution the interaction of different 
streams of the world revolutionary and liberation movement intensified. 
Analysing one of the fields of this interaction, Lenin wrote: “...a new source 
of great world storms opened in Asia. The Russian revolution was followed 
by revolutions in Turkey, Persia and China. It is in this era of storms and their 
‘repercussions’ in Europe that we are now living. "26 

In formulating the conception of the interaction of the international 
workers’ movement and the national-liberation struggle of the oppressed 
nations, Lenin stressed the leading role of proletarian revolutions as heralds 
of the coming communist regeneration of the world. 

He developed his conception of the world revolutionary process at the 
beginning of the twentieth century in the struggle, above all, against the oppor- 
tunists from the Second International, who in the absense of revolutions in the 
West proceeded from the prospect of “social peace” and the impossibility of 
revolutionary risings under bourgeois democracy. 

Lenin's doctrine of world revolution was spearheaded also against those 


“who were inattentive to the conditions for preparing and developing the mass 
struggle” and “were driven to despair and to anarchism by the lengthy delays 
in the decisive struggle against capitalism in Europe.**? 

Lenin also flatly rejected the subjectivist views to the effect that the East was 
best prepared to perceive and carry out the ideas of a socialist revolution. 
Lenin wrote the following in connection with the revolutionary movement in 
Asian countries: “Does that mean, thea, that the materialist West has 
hopelessly decayed and that light shines only from the mystic, religious East? 
No, quite the opposite. It means that the East has definitely taken the Western 
path, that new hundreds of millions of people will from now on share in the 
struggle for the ideals which the West has already worked out for itself."28 

The entire subsequent period up to the October 1917 Socialist Revolution 
in Russia was one of struggle between revolutionary and reformist tendencies 
in the ranks of the international workers’ and revolutionary-liberation move- 
ments, and of the growing influence of Bolshevism. As the political crisis in 
some European countries became more acute during the First World War, 
Lenin farsightedly pointed to the maturing of some elements of a revolu- 
tionary situation, the inevitability of deep-going social upheavals and the 
possibility of breaking first one link in the world imperialist chain. In this 
analysis, too, the central point was Lenin's idea of the proletariat being the 
predominant power ona national as well as international scale. He formulated 
this idea on the basis of a scientific generalisation of the tendencies and pros- 
pects of development of the revolutionary movement throughout the world 
and, above all, in Russia which “...matured with exceptional rapidity, and 
assimilated most eagerly and successfully the appropriate ‘last word’ of 
American and European political experience."?? The entire course of internal 
and internatjonal developments had prepared Russia for the victorious 
socialist revolution which opened a new page of world history. 

3. The modern era of world history began after the victory of the October 
1917 Socialist Revolution in Russia and the splitting of the world into two 
camps. “The abolition of capitalism and its vestiges,” wrote Lenin, “and the 
establishment of the fundamentals of the communist order comprise the 
content of the new era of world history that has set in 030 

The very fact that the socialist revolution in Russia was developing success- 
fully and that there was the powerful upsurge of the world revolutionary 
movement had a tremendous stimulating influence on the whole subsequent 
course of social progress and confirmed the proletariat’s historic role in the 
world and its ability to be the builder of a new society. “Following the Paris 
Commune.” stated Lenin. “a second epoch-making step was taken.""3! 

The world socio-economic developments in the current epoch are 
increasingly influenced by the deepening antagonism between the victorious 
state-formed working class and the state-formed bourgeoisie. The struggle 
between the two systems, the anti-imperialist actions of the masses on all 
continents reflect the dynamics of the main social contradiction in the world: 
the sharpening of antagonism between the international working class, the 
world forces of socialism and its allies, on the one hand, and world capitalism, 


on the other. 
Both Marx and Lenin always considered an effective alliance between the 
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workers’ movement and the working peasants, support by the workers of the 
actions of the middle strata in town and country, and closer interaction of 
proletarian revolutions with the national-liberation and other general demo- 
cratic movements to be the necessary conditions for a successful development 
of socialist revolutions. 

The study of Lenin's heritage—his works on the workers’ movement, the 
nationality, colonial and other questions is of great importance. 

As is known, Lenin's deep scientific analysis of the tendencies obtaining in 
the world revolutionary process, for example, led him to the conclusion that 
the revolutionary movement of the working Muslems of the East could not 
only contain reactionary and utopian ideological traits, but could also reflect 
progressive political aspirations towards the unification of efforts of peoples 
of a number of countries of the East in their anti-imperialist drive. Thus, more 
than seven decades ago in his article “Inflammable Material in World Polit- 
ics”, published in Proletari, a Social-Democratic newspaper, in the summer of 
1908, Lenin wrote: “The class-conscious European worker now has comrades 
in Asia, and their number will grow by leaps and bounds.”32? On the one 
hand, Lenin noted that the imperialist circles, frightened by the revolutionary 
upsurge among the Asian peoples ““are more and more frequently, frankly and 
sharply demonstrating what brutes the highly ‘civilized’ bourgeois politicians 
..can turn into when it comes to a rise in the mass struggle against capital and 
the capitalist colonial system, i.e., a system of enslavement, plunder and 
violence.” On the other hand, speaking about the countries of the East, about 
Iran, for example, he prophetically stated that “the Shah’s bashi-bazouks” 
encountered and would encounter “the most vigorous resistance from the 
people... Such a movement cannot be destroyed.” In such conditions (when 
the counter-revolutionary “heroes of restoration” appeal for help to imperial- 
ists) the triumph of reaction “would merely be the prelude to fresh popular 
rebellion.”35 That was precisely the turn the events took in Iran on many 
occasions, even when it seemed that reaction gained “final triumphs” after 
many years of atrosities and repressions by the Shah and his foreign patrons. 

The relationship between the new advanced culture, reflecting the interests 
of the working class and answering the purposes of the scientific, technological 
and true social progress, and other cultures claims increasing attention in 
Marxist studies. For nowhere — in the West or in the East — do the working- 
class movement and its dominating ideas fall into some cultural vacuum. They 
correlate with the existing, often deep-rooted conceptions of most diverse 
kinds. Lenin always gave careful consideration to the development of culture, 
education and enlightenment of the masses. The advanced culture does not 
reject the existing culture; it transforms the latter inducing profound changes. 
As a result, the elements of culture bearing upon the progress of the working 
class and its greater influence gain in scope and strength. The fusion of the 
ideals of scientific socialism and the growing liberation movement consti- 
tutes the most progressive change in the system of human values in the 
entire history of mankind. 
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